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| To the Right Honourable, | 
HENEAGE Lord FINCH, 


| Baron of Daventry, Lord Keeper 
| of the Great Seal of Exeland. 


My Lord, 
ACS Excellency of this | 


- ( 
—- 4 


1 W37,. : Book anſwers the 
reatneſs of its Au- 

thor, and perhaps the 
badneſs of the Verſion 
is alſo proportioned to the mean- 
neſs of the Tranflator, But the 
- . Engliſh being for thoſe that could 
not underſtand the Original that 
they alſo mightbe inſtructed by fo 
inſtructive a Diſccurſe, I hope 
with them my good intent wall - 
excuſe my fault; only my fear 1s, 
A3 I ſhall 


T he Epiſile Dedicatory. 
I ſhall want a good Plea where- 
with to ſue out my pardon for ha- 


' ving intituled a perſon of the 
 highelt honour to ſo poor a labour 


asi5this of mine, My Lord, theſe | 


were the inducements which ſet 
me upon this attempt, it being 
the ſubject of the Book; toclear 
and aflert at important tr ath, which 
15 asa Criterion whereby to know 
the Sons of the Church of England 
from her Adverſaries ' on both 
hands, thoſe that adore, and thoſe 
that profane the bleſſed Sacrament: 

theſe that deſtroy the viÞble Sign, 

and thoſe that deny the inviſible 


Grace: I thought 1 might juſtly: 


offer it to ſo pious and ſo greata 


| SON or this Church, who ownd 
her 


EW a CEE IT peg Ry a, Rey nn, 
Coe ASE SIE acgrCes 


T he Epiſtle Dedicatory. - | 
her in her moſt calamitous condit1- 
on, and defends her in her happy 


and moſt envied reſtauration, 1 + 


was alſo perſwaded that the I ran- - 


 flation, bearing your illuſtrious 


name, would be thereby much re-. 
commended to many, and ſo be- 
come the more generally uſeful. 
And I confided much - in your 
goodnels and aftability, who being 
by birth and merits raiſed to a high +. 
eminency, yet doth willingly con- 
deſcend to things and perſons of fo 
eſtate. : 
My Lord, I have only this one 
thing more to alledge ha my ſelf: 
That beſides the atteſtation of pab- 

lick fame which I hear of a long 
time * RY loud for you, 1 
AA4 have 


 TheEpiſth Dedicatory. 
have theſe many years lived in a 
Family where your Vertues 
being particularly known are par- 
ticularly admired and honou- 
red: ſo that I could not but have 
an extraordinary reſpect and vene- 
ration for your Lordſhip, and be 
glad to have any occaſion to expreſs 
it, If theſe cannotclear me [muſt 

- remain guilty of having taken this 
opportunity of declaring my (elk 


_- Your Lorſhips bl 


| Moſt 'humblk and 


moſt obedient Servant 


Luke de Beanliey. 


——— 


| THE 
[PUBLISHER 
BE] TO THE 


READER: 


wel 7 © now nineteen years fince 
this Hiſtorical Treatiſe was. 
made by the Right Reverend 
_ Father in God John Coſin, 
\&® whey ( in the time of the 
a late accurſed Rebellion ) he 
was an Exile in Paris for 
: his Loyalty and Religions ſake z for being then 
commanded to remain in that City by his gracious - 
Majeſty that now is, (who was departing into 
' Germany by reaſon of a League newly made by 
| the French King with our wicked Rebels) he 
| wasalſoordered by him, as he had been before 
| by his bleſſed Father, Charles the Firſt, a 
| Prince never enough to be commended, to per- 
form Divine Offices in the Royal (happel, and 
| Zo endeavour to keep ana confirm in the Prote- 
ſlant Religion, profeſſed by the Chnrch of Eng- 
lang, hu fellow- Exiles, both of the Royal F4- 
mily and others his Conntry-men who then lived 
| in 


To the Reader. 


fn that place. Now the occaſion of his writing this 
Piece was this: when bu Gracious Majeſty had | 
choſen Colen for the place of his reſidence, be- 
ing ſolemuly invited, he viſited a neighbouring 
Potent Prince of the Empire, of the Roman 
Per ſwaſion ; where it fell owt, as it doth uſually 
where Perſons of different Religions do meet ; 
ſome Jeſuits began to diſcourſe of Controverſies 
with thoſe Noblemen and worthies, ( who never 
forſook their Prince in hu greateſt ſtraights, but 
were hi conſtant Attendants, and Imitators of 
hi ever conſtant Profeſſion of the Reformed Re- 
ligiop ) charging the Church of England with 
Herefie, eſpecially is what concerns the Bleſſed 
Sacrament of the Lords Supper, They would 
have it, that our Church holds no veal, but only 
a kind of imaginary preſence of the Body and 
Bloud of Chriſt ; bat that the Charch of Rome 
retained ſtill the very ſame faith concerning this 
ſacred Myſtery, which the Catholick Church con- 

antly maintained in all Ages ; to wit, that 
the whole ſubſtance. of the Bread and wine i 
changed into the ſubſtance of the Body aud Bloud 
of Chriſt, and right-well called Tranſubſtantia- 
tion by the Council of Trent, This, and much 
more to the ſame purpoſe was pronounced by the 
Teſuits, in preſence of His Majeſty and the Ger- 
man Prixce, with as much poſitiveneſs and 
confidence, as if it had been a clear and ſelf- 
evident truth owned by all the Learned. 

Hut 


To the Reader. 


: | ; Hu Sacred Majeſty, and his Noble Atten- 
| dants knew well enough that the Feſuits did 


ſhameleſly belie the Church of England, and + 
that their brags about Roman- Tranſubſtan- 
tiation were equally falſe aud vain: But the 
German Prince havins recommended to the 
| peruſal of thoſe Honourable Perſons that fol-. 
i lowed the King a eManuſeript wherein ( as 
| he ſaid) was proved by Authentick CAuthors 
all that had been advanced by the Feſuits. 
They thought it fit to acquaint the Reverend 
Dr. Cofin with the whole buſineſs, and 
intreat him that he would windicate the 
Church of England from the Calumny, and 
plainly declare what # her avowed Doctrine 
and belief about the true and real Preſence 
of Chriſt in the Bleſſed Sacrament. Here- 
upon our worthy Dottor, who was ever rea- 
ay and zealous to do good, efpecially when it 
might benefit the Church of God, fell pre- 
ſently to work, and writ this excellent 
Treatiſe as an "Anſwer td the Prince's eMa- 
znſcript, that if thoſe worthy Perſons plea- 
fed they might repay his Highneſs. kinazeſs 
in kind: Yet notwithſlanding the ſolicitations 
of theſe that occaſioned. it, and of others that 
had pernſed it, he would not yield to have 
it made publick while a few months before 
he died becauſe having compoſed it for par- 
icular Friends, he thought it ſufficient, that 
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To the Reader. 


it had been uſeful to them, But the Con- | 
zroverſie about the Preſence of (hriſt in the || 
- Euchariſt, beings of late years reſumed with 
much vigour, and even now famous by the 
learned and eloquent Diſputes of «Monſieur 
Claude, eMzizifter of the Reformed Church 
in Paris, and eMonfieur Arnold Doftor of 
Sorbon, and others, who moved by their 
example, have entred the Liſts. The rette- 
rated ana more earneſt importunities of his 
friends obtained at laſt his conſent for the 
publication of this work, and the rather, 
- 4 becauſe he thought that the Error conſtantly 
' maintained by the famous Dottor of Sorbon 
was by 4 lncky anticipation clearly aud ſtrong- 
ly confuted throughout this Book, for what- 
ever the Fathers have ſaid about the true 
and real Preſence of the Body and Bloud of 
Chriſt in the Sacrament, that ſtout Roman 
Champion applies to his Tranſuoſtantiation, 
and then crows over hu CAdverſaries ſup- 
poſing that he hath utterly overthrown the 
Proteſtants cauſe; whereas there uu ſuch a 
wide difference, as may be called a great 
Gulf fixed betwixt the true or real Pre- 
ſerce of Chriſt in the Lords Supper, and the 
Tranſabflantiation of the Bread aud wine 
into hy Body and Bloud, Thu laſt u ſuch 
a Prodjgie as ts neither taught by Scripture, 
nor poſſible to be apprehenaed by faith ; it us 
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- | repugnant to right reaſon, and contrary 


Io ſenſe; and is xo where to be found in 
I_Ancient Writers : - But the other is agree- 


is od, 85. Jo as. U 


To the Reader. 


able to Scripture, and to the Analogy of 
faith ; it is not againſt Reaſon, although be- 
ing ſpiritual it cannot be perceived by our 
bodily ſenſes, and it is back'd by the con- 
ſtant and unanimons Dottrine of the hely 
Fathers, Foy. it makes nothing againſt it, 
that ſometimes the ſame Fathers do ſpeak of 
the Bread and Wine of the holy Euchariſt 


! a5 of the very Body ard Blond of Chriſt, it be- 


ing 4 manner of ſpeech very proper and uſu- 
al in ſpeaking of Sacraments to give to the 
fign the name of the thing figmified: And 
however they explain themſelves in other 
places, when they frequently enough call the 
Sacramental Bread aya Wine Types, Sym- 
bels, Vioures, and Sions of the Body and 
Blond of Chriſt 5; thereby declaring openly 
for ws againſt *he Maintainers of Tranſub- 
fantia:ioz, For we may ſafrly, without any 
prejudice to owr Terit wſe thoſe Expreſſions 
of the Ancients which the Papiſfts think to be” 
moſs faworrable to tnem, taking them in 4 
Sacrament fſcuſe, #5 they ought zF0 be * 
whereas, the iafi mentizued, that are againſt 
nom, ene can hje, but by ſo doing he ne- 
e#(izrily deftrovs the whole contrivance of 
Tr arſnvjantiation, it beings altogether incon- 


fetent 


To the Reader. 


 fitent to ſay, the. Bread # ſubſtantially 
changed into the Bud of Chriſt, and the 
Bread is a* Figure, 4 Sign, and 4 Repreſen- 
tation of the — of hriſt. © For, what 
hath loſt its being can.in no wiſe ſignifie, 
. or repreſent any other thing : Neither was. 
ever any thing ſaid to repreſent and be the 
Figure and Sign of it ſelf. But this. is more 
at large treated of 2 in the Book it . ſelf. 

Now having given an acconnt of the occaſion 
of writing and publiſhing this Diſcourſe, per- 
haps the Reader will expet# that 1 ſhould 
ſay ſomething of its excellent Author: But 
ſhould 1 now undertake to ſpeak but of the 
moſt memorable things that concern this great 
Man, my thoughts ' would be overwhelmed 
with their multitude, ana I muſt be inſu- 
riew both to bins and my Readeys, being 
confined within the narrow limits of a Pre- 
face. But what cannot be aoxe here may be 
done ſomewhere elſe, God willing. This only 
I would not have the Reader to be tonorant 
þ That this Learned man and ( us appears 

this) conſtant Profeſſor and Defender 

54 the —_— Religion was one of thoſe 
who was moſt vehemently accuſed of Pope- 
ry. by the Presbyterians before the late Wir, 
and for that reaſon bitterly perſecuted by 
_, and forced to forſake his Country ; 
whereby he ſecured himſelf from the wio« 
lence 


To the Reader. 
lence of their Hands, but mot of their 
Toxgness for ſiil the good men kept up the 
noiſe of their clamorouws Accaſation even while 
be was writing this moſt ſubſtantial Treatiſe 
againſs Trauſubſtantiation, 


Fohn Durel. 
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CHAP: I. 


| The Real, that is,true and not imaginary 
Preſence of Chriſt | in the Sacrament of- 
the Lords Supper is proved by Scripture. 

2 and 3. Net this favours not the Tenet 
of Tranſubſtantiation, being it is not to 
be-underſtood grofly and carnally, but 

| ſpiritually and Sacramentally. 4. The 
1 nature and uſe of the Sacraments. 5 .By 
means of the Elements of Bread and 
Wine, Chriſt himſelf is ſpiritually eaten 
by the Faithful in the Sacrament. 6. The 
eating and preſence being ſpiritual are 
not deſtruttive of the truth and ſubſtance 
of the thing. 7. T he manner of Preſence 
is unſearchable, and ought not to be 


preſumptuouſly defined. 


S5E<ES Hoſe words which our bleſſed 

-S Fas Saviour uſed in the inflituti- 

on of the Bleſſed Sacrament 
=Z2H2S8 of the Euchariſt, Thi © my Marrs. 

body which #u given for you; This i my bloud 75: k. 

E which # ſhed for you, for the remiffton of fins, \\, —_— 

B 4rs 


Is 


The Hiſtory 


are held and acknowledged by the Uni- 
verſal Church to be moſt true and infalli- 
ble: And if any one dares oppoſe them, 
or call in queſtion Chriſts Veracity, or 
the truth of his words, or refuſe to yield 
his ſtacere aſſent to them, except he be 


* As G. Caltxtus 
writes in ſome place 
of his learned Ex- 
ercitations ; and be- 
fore him M. Cbem- 
nitius, in Exam. Con. 
Trid, atque in locks 
Theol. 


allowed to make a meer figment 
or 2 bare figure of them, * we 
cannot, and ought not, either 
excuſe or ſuffer him in our 
Churches : for we muſt embrace 
and hold for an undoubted truth 
whatever is taught by Divine 


Scripture, And therefore we can as 
little donbr of what Chriſt ſaith, Foh.6.55 
eMy fleſh # meat indeed, and my bloud # drink 
indeed ; which, according to St, Paul, are 
both given to us by the conſecrated Ele- 
ments: For he calls the Bread, the Com- 


I6. 


1 Cor.to+ union of Chriſts Body, and the Cup, the 
Communion of his bloud. 


2. Hence it is moſt evident that the 
Bread and Wine ( which according to 
SE. Paul are the Elements of the holy Eu- 
chariſt ) are neither changed as to their 
ſubſtance, nor vaniſhr, nor reduc'd to no- 
thing ; bur are ſolemnly conſecrated by. 
the words of Chriſt, that by them his 

| blefled body and bloud may be communi- 
cated to us: 


3. And 


CP el) eat. v 
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of Tranſubſtantiation. 

3. And further it appears from the 
ſame words, that the expreffion of Chriſt 
and the Apoſtle, is to be underſtood in a 
Sacramental and myſtick ſenſe; and that 


nogroſs and carnal preſence of body and, 


bload can be maintained by them. 

4- And though the word Sacrament be no 
where uſed inScripture to fignifie the blef- 
ſed Euchariſt, yet the Chriſtian Church, 
ever ſince its Primitive ages, hath given it 
that name, and always called the pre- 
ſence of Chriſts body and bloud therein, 
Myſtick and Sacramental. Now a Sacra- 
mental expreflion doth, without any in- 
convenience, give to th 
che thing ſignified: And ſuch is as well 
the nſual way of ſpeaking, as the nature 
of Sacraments, that not only the names, 
but even the properties and effects of 
what they repreſent andexhibite, are gi- 
vento the outward Elements. Hence ( as 
I ſaid before ) the Bread is as clearly as 
poſitively called by the Apoſtle, rhe Com- 
rmunion of the body of Chriſt. 

5- This alſo ſeems very plain, that onr 
Bleſfed Saviour's defien was not ſo much 


e ſign the name of Exod, :2; 


7 
I Cor.10, 


33 4s 


to teach, what the Elements of Bread 


and Wine are by nature and ſubſtance, 
aS what is their uſe and office and ſignifi- 
cation in this Myſtery : For the body and 

B z bloud 


i. The Hiſtory. 
bloud of our Saviour are not only fitly 
repreſented by the Elements, bur alſo, by 


| vertue of his inſtitution really offered to 


Joh.s. 


Mac. 26, 
26, 


all, by them, and ſo eaten by the faith- 
ful Myſtically and Sacramentally; whence 
it is, that he trnly # and abiaes in mw, and we 
in him. | rh, 

6. This is the- ſpiritual ( and yet no 


' leſs true- and undoubted than if it were 


corporal /) eating of -Chriſt's fleſh, not 
indeed, fimply as it -is-fleſh, without any 
other reſpe& (for ſo it is not given,neither 
would it profitus) but as it is crucified 
and given for the rzdemption of the 
world ; neither doth it hinder the truth 
and ſubſtance of the thing, that this 
eating of Chriſt's body 1s ſpiritual, and 
that by it the ſouls of the Faithful, and 
not their ſtomachs, are fed by the opera- 
tion of the Holy Ghoſt: For this none 
can deny, but they who being ſtrangers 
to the Spirit and the divine vertue, can 
ſavour only carnal things, and to whom, 
what 1s Spiritual and Sacramental, 1s the 
ſame as if a meer nothing. 

7. AS to the manner of the preſence of 
the body and bloud of our. Lord in the 
Blefled Sacrament, we that are Proteſtant 
and Reformed according to the ancient 
Catholick Church, do not ſearch ep 

tne 


S No wa ” 
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of Tranſubſtantiation. 
the manner of it-with perplexing inqui- 
ries ;-but, after the example of the primi- 
tive and pureſt Church of Chriſt, we 
leave it to the power*and wiſdom of our 
Lord, yielding a full and unfeined afſent 
to his words: Had the Romiſh' main- 


trainers: of Tranſubſtantiation. done the 


E,o >» = 


W ', >. 4. 4 
them invented, under ;pain ofthe moſt 
direfal Curſe, and there;:;wonld have 
been in the Church leſs wrangling, and 


more peace and unity than nqw':1s.. 


s "The Hiſtory 


CHAP. Il. 


' 8, 2,and 3, &c. The unanimous conſent 
of all Proteſtants with" the Church of 
: England, in maintaming areal, that 
«48, true, but not a carnal preſence of 
Chriſt in | the Bleſſed Sacrament, proved 


li by publick Confe eſons and the beſt of 


© Authorities. 


4 Ag then, none of the Proteſtant 


i Churches doubt of the real (that 
354 true and not imaginary ) Preſence of 
Chriſt's body and bloud in the Sacra- 
-#ment 5 and there appears no reaſon why 
'-any man ſhould ſuſpeR their commonCon- 
feſſion, of either fraud or error,as though 
in this particular they had in the leaſt 
: departed fromthe Catholick faith. 
2. For it is eafte to produce the con- 
ſent of - Reformed Churches and Au- 
thors, whereby it will clearly appear (to 
them that are nor wilfully blind ) that 
. -they all zeaJouſly maintain and profeſs 
this truth, without forſaking in any wiſe. 
the true xe Carholick Faith in this matter, 


3. 1 


1 
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of Tranſubſtantiation. > 


3» I begin with the Charch of England 3 
wherein they that are in holy Orders are 
bound by a Law and Canon,Newer #0 teach [the | 
any thing to the people to be by them believed in y 
matters of Religion, but what agrees with the publiſh'd 
Dofrine of the Old and New Teſtament, and hs _ 
what the Catholick Fathers and Ancient Prelates 1571.ch. 
have gathered and inferred out of it: Under preact. 
pain of Excommunication if they tranſereſs, 
troubling the people with contrary Dottrines It 
teacheth therefore, zhat iz the Bleſſed $4- 
crament, the body of Chriſt #s given, takes 
and eaten; ſo that to the worthy Recervers, the 
conſecrated and broken bread is the communica- Artic,of 
tion of the body of (hriſt, and likewiſe the —_ 'S* 
conſecrated Cup the communication of his bloud : a 
But that the wicked, and they that approach 
unworthily the Sacrament of ſo ſacred a thing, 

. eat and drink their own damnation, in that” 
they become guilty of the body and bloud of 
Chriſt, And the ſame Church in a ſolemn 
Prayer, before the conſecration prays 
thus s Grant us, gracious Lord, ſo toeat the 
eſb of thy dear SonFeſus Chriſt,and to drink his 
loud, that our finful bodies may be made clean Comm. 
by his body, and onr ſouls waſhed through his m—_ 
moſt precious bloud, and that we mey evermore 
awell ins bins, and he in us, The Prieſt alſo, 
bleſſing or conſecrating the Bread and 
Wine ſaith thus, Hear #2 O merciful Father, 
B 4 we 


T:44. 


The Filiftory 
we moſt humbly beſeech thee, and grant that we 
receiving theſe thy Creatures of Bread and 
Wine, according to thy Son our Saviour Feſus 
Chriſt's holy inſlitution, in remembrance of his 
Death and Paſſion, may be partakers of his moſt 
bleſſed body and bloud: who in the ſame night 
that he was betrayed took bread, and when he 
had given thanks, he brake it, and gave it to 
bi Diſciples, ſaying, take, eat, this ts my bo- 
ay which is given for you, ao ths in remem- 
branceof me. Likewiſe after Supper he took the 
Cup, and when he had given thinks he gave it 
'to them, - ſaying, drink ye all of thus, for this 
tz my bloud of the New Teſtament, which us 
ſhed for you, and for many for the remiſſion of 
fins : Do this as oft as ve ſhall drink it inre- 
membyance of we. The ſame, when he 


gives the Sacrament fo the people knee]- 


ing, giving the bread, ſaith 5 The boay of 
our Lord Jeſus Chrift wh. oh Was given for thee, 
preſerve thy body and ſoul nato ever laſting life. 
Likewiſe when he gives the Cup,he ſaith; 
The bloud of our Lord Jeſu Chriſt which was 


ſhed for thee, preſerve thy body and ſoul to ever- 


taſting life.” Afterwards, when the Com- 
munion is done, follows a thankſgiving ; - 
Almighty and ever living God, we moſt hear- 
tily thank thee, for that "hou doſt vouchſafe to 


feed us, who have duly received theſe holy My- 
feeries, with the 7 aaten food” of he moſt 


precious 
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precious body and bloud of thy Son our Saviour 
Teſus Chriſt; With the Hymn, Glory be zo 
God on high, &c, Alſo in the publick Au- 
thorized Catechiſm of our Church; ap- 
pointed to be learned of all, it is anſwe- 
red.tothe queſtion concerning the. inward 
part of the Sacrament, that z# # the bogy Church 
' and bloudof Chriſt which are werily and indeed FPR"—_ 
taken and received by the Faithful in the Lords 
Supper, And in the Apology for this 
Church, writ by that worthy and Reve- 
rend. Prelate Fewel Biſhop of Salubury, it 
is expreſly affirmed, That to the: faithful, 
# truly given in the Sacrament, the body and 
bloud of our Lord, the life-giving fleſh of the 
Sox-0f God which quickens our ſouls, the bread 
that came from heaven, the food of immortali- 
ty, grace and iruth, and life : And that it is 
the Communion of the body and blond of Chriſt, 
that we may abiae in him, and heinuss; and 
that we may be aſcertained that the fleſh and 
bloud of Chriſt ts the food of our ſouls, as bread 
and wine vu of our bodies. _ 

4. A while before the writing of, this 
Apology, came forth the DialeGtick of 
the famous Dr.' Pojrer Biſhop of wixcheſter x 
concerning the truth, nature, and ſub- 
ſtance of the body and bloud of Chriſt 
in the bleſſed Sacrament, writ on purpoſe 
to explain and manifeſt the Faith and 
> OE Ts 
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Doctrine of the Church of Ex2/azd in that 
point, In the firſt place it ſhews, zhat the 
holy Euchariſt is not only the figure, but alſo 
contains in it ſelf the truth, nature, ana ſub- 
ftance of the body of our bleſſed Saviour ; and 
that theſe words, nature and ſubſtance ought 
mot to be rejefted, becauſe the Fathers uſed 
them in ſpraking of that Myſtery. Secondly, 
He inquires whether thoſe expreſſions, 
truth, nature, and ſubſtance were wſed in 
this Myſtery by the Ancients, in their common 
acceptation, or in a ſenſe more particular and 
proper to the Sacraments ? Becauſe we muſt n0t 
only obſerve what words they uſed, but alſo 
what they meant to fignifie and to teach by them. 
And though with the Fathers he acknow- 
ledged a difference, betwixt the body of 
Chriſt in its natural form of a humane 
body, and that Myſtick body preſent in 
the Sacrament, yet he choſe rather to put 
that difference #» the manner of preſence and 
exhibition, than in the ſubject it ſelf, that ws, 
the real body and bloud of our Saviour ; being 
itis moſt certain, that no other body is 
given to the faichful in the Sacrament than 
that which was by Chriſt given to death 
for their Redemption. Laſtly, he affirms, 
according to the unanimous conſent of the Fa- 
thers, that thu matter muſt be wnaerſiood in 4 
ſpiritual ſenſe, baniſhing all groſſer and more 
carnal thoughts, 5. T0 
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5. To Biſhop Poiner ſucceeded in the 
3 ſame See the right Reverend Doctors 
7. T. Bilſon and L. Andrews, Prelates both 
of them, throughly learned, and great 
defenders of the Primitive Faith, who 
made it moſt evident by their Printed 
4 Writings, that the Faith and Dodrine 

of the Church of Ezglard is in all things 
agreeable to the holy Scriptures, and the 
Divinity of the Ancient Fathers. And as 
to what regards this Myſtery, the (a) firſt 
rreats of it, in his Anſwer to the Apology 
of Cardinal Alan, and the (5b) laft in his 
Anſwer to the Apology of Cardinal el. 
larmine, where you may find things wor- 
thy to be read and nored as follows. Chriſt 
ſaid, this #s my body, in thu, the objeft, we 
are agreed with you, the manner only ts contro- 
wverted. we hold by a firm belief that it is the 
body of Chriſt, of the manner how it comes t0 
be fo there is not a word in the Goſpel, and be- 
cauſe the Scriptnre is ſilent in this, we juſtly 
diſown it to be a matter of Faith : We may in- 


[T1 


aB!l[.reſp. 
ad Card. 
Alan.l.4. 
b Andy. 
reſp. ad 
Apol Bel. 
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degd rank it among Tenets of the School, but 


by no means, among the Articles of our Chri- 
ftian Belief.” We like well' of what Durandus 
is reported to bave ſaid, ( we hear the Word, 


and feel the motion, we know not the manner, 


and yet believe the Preſence : ] Fer we believe 


8 Real Preſence no leſs than you do. we aare in 
b, 
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be fo bold as preſumptuouſly to define any thing 
cancerning the manner of a true | Preſence, or 
#ather, we do not ſo much as trouble our ſelves , 
with being inquiſitive about it ; . no more than 
in' Baptiſm, how the bloud of Chriſt waſheth 
#5.4 01 in the Incarnation of our Redeemer, how 
the Djvine, aud Humane Nature -were united 
together. we 'pnt it in the number of ſacred 
things or Sacrifices, ( the Euchariſt it ſelf be- 
ing. a, Sacred Myſtery); whereof the remnants 
ought to. be conſumed with fire, that is, ( as the 
Fathers elegantly have it )\ador'd by faith, but 

..._. Bok ſeqreht by reaſon. he 2 

Cauſ.Ep, + 6+, Tothe ſame ſenſe ſpeaks 1/. Cauſa- 
_ bon, .in the Epiſtle he wrote by order from 
_* King Fames to Cardinal Perroz; fo doth 
Ep. Roff., alſo Hooker in his Eccleſiaſtical Polity, Book 5. 
et ad 9.67. Fobn Biſhop of Rocheſter in his Book, 
Monzac. in Of, the Power of the Pope ; R. Monuntague Bi- 
Amid. ſhop of Norwich againſt Bullinger, Fames 
"13 Primate of Armech in his Anſwer to the 
Iriſh Feſuit , Francis Biſhop of Eli, and wil- 
lam Laud Archbiſhop of Canterbury, in their 
cTn2 Anſwer to Fiſher; (c) John Overall Biſhop 
ſeripe Of Norwich, and many, others in the 
ſhortly Church of Exg/aud, who-never departed 
+ Jug 1 from che Faith and Doctrine of the anci- 
| _ ent Catholick Fathers, which is by Law 
eſtabliſhed, and with great care and vene- 
ration received and preſeryed in our 


Ehurch, : 7 To 
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7. To theſe alſo we may juſtly add that 
famous Prelate Antonins . de . Domino 'Arch- 
biſhop of” Spalato, a man well verſed in the 
Sacred Writings, and the Records of 
Antiquity ; who having. left 1a/y ( when 
he could no longer remain in it, either 

with quiet or ſafety) by the advice of 
| his intimate Friend Paulus Yenetns, took 


Sanctuary. under the proteRion of King, 


James of bleſſed memory, in the bolome 
of the Church of Z»g/ard, which he did 
_ faithfully follow in all Points and Arti- 
cles of Religion : But being daily vex'd 
with many affronts and injuries, and 
wearied by the unjuſt perſecurions of 
ſome ſour and over-rigid men, who 
bitterly declaimed every where againſt 
his life and actions, he at laſt reſolved to 
return into 7aly with a ſafe conduct. Be- 
fore he departed, be was, by order from 
the King, queſtioned by ſome Commil- 
ſfionated Biſhops what he thought of the 
Religion and Church of Ezg/azd, which 
for ſo many years he kad owned and obey- 
ed, and what he would ſay of it in the 
Roman Court : to this Query he gave in 
writing this memorable anfwer, 7 am re- 
ſolved, even with the danger of my life, to 
profeſs before the Pope himſelf, that the Church 
of England js a true and Orthodox Church of 

Chriſ7. 
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Chrift. This he not only promiſed bur 
faithfully performed, for though, ſoon 
after his departure, there came a Book 
out of the Low Countries, falſly bearing 
his name, by whoſe title many were de- 
ceived even among the Engliſh, and 
thereby moved to tax him with Apoſtacy, 
and of being another Enbolius ; yet when 
he came to Rome ( where he was moſt kind- 
ly entertained in the Palace of Pope Gre- 

ory the Fifteenth, who formerly had been 
His Fellow-ſtudent ) he could neyer be 
periwaded by the Feſuits and others who 
daily thronged upon him, neither to ſub- 
ſcribe the new-deviſed- Tenets of the 
Council of Treat, or to retract thoſe Or- 


thodox Books which he had Printed in - 
England and Germany, Or to renounce the 


Communion of the Church of Exglend, 
in whoſe defence he conſtantly perfiſted 
to the very laſt, Bur preſently after the 
deceaſe of Pope Gregory, he was impri- 
ſoned by the Feſuits and 1nquiſitors in 
Caſtle St. Angelo, where, by being barba- 
rouſly uſed, and almoſt ſtarved, he ſoon 
got a mortal ſickneſs, and died in a few 
days, though not without ſuſpicion of 
being poyſon?d, The day following his 
Corps was, by the ſentence of the 129nz- 
ſition, tyed to an infamous ſtake,and = 

7s urnt 
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burnt to aſhes; for no- other reaſon; bur 
? that he refuſed ro make abjuration of the 
7 Religion of the Church of Ezg/and, and 
! ſubſcribe ſome of the lately-made-De- 
crees of Trent, which were preſt upon him 


! as Canons of the Catholick Faith, I 


| have taken occaſion to inſert this narra- 

tion, perhaps not known to many; to 
make it appear, that this Reverend Pre- 
late, who did great ſervice to the Church 
of God, may juſtly ( as Iſaid before ) be 
reckoned amongſt the Writers of the 
Church of Ezgland. 

Let us: hear therefore what he taughr 
and writ, when he was in England, in his 
Books de Repab. Eccl. Lib.5.Cap.6, Num20, 
For a thouſand years together ( ſaith he ) the 
holy Catholick Church content with a ſober 
knowledge of Divine Myſteries, believed ſo* 
berly, and ſafely did teach, that in the Sacra- 
ment auly Conſecrated, the Faithful did own, 
receive, and eat the Body and Blond of Chriſt, 
which by the Sacred Bread and Wine are given 
to them, but as to the particular manner how 
that precious Body and Blond us offered and given 
by that Myſterious Sacrament, the Church did 
humbly and religiouſly acknowledge her igno- 
rance: The real thing with its effetts ſhe joy- 
{ally own'd and received, but meekly and de- 
voutly abſtained from inquiring into the manner. 

Ttern 
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Ttem( Numb.73.') zhe true and real Boay of 


Chriſt ts moſt certainly and undoubtealy given 


in the' holy Sacrament, yet not carnally, but 


Spiritually. Again ( Numb. 169. ) 4 doabt 


net, but all they that believe the Goſpel, will - 


ackuowleage that in the holy Communion we re- 
ceive the true nature of the fleſh of Chriſt, 
real and ſubflantial. we all teach that the body 
of Chriſt # preſent as to its reality and nature, 
but a carnal and corporal manner of preſence 
we rejeet with $t. Bernard, and all the Fa- 
thers. And in Appen.ad Ambroſium, Numb.7. 


1 know and acknowledge that with the Bread 


ſtill remaining bread, the true and real body of 
Chriſt ts given, yet not corporally: 1 aſſent in 
the thing, but- not in the manner. Therefore 
though there is a change in the Bread, when it 
brings into the Souls of worthy Communicants, 
the true body of Chriſt which # the ſubſtance of 
the Sacrament : Yet it doth not follow that the 
Bread loſeth its own, to become the ſubſtance of 
the body of Chriſt, &c. Theſe, and much 


more to the ſame purpolc, agreeable to. 


the Religion and Church of Zng/:nd, and 
all other Proreftant Churches, you may 
find in the ſame Chapter, and in a Trea- 
tiſe annext to the ſixth Book, againſt the 
famous Feſuit, Suarez, Who had writ 
againſt Kino James, and the Errors ( as he 
calls them ) of the Church of &zpland : 
In 
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In the ſecond Chapter our Prelate proves 


clearly, according to its title, That zhoſe 


Points which the Papiſts maintain againſt the 
Proteſtants belong not in any wiſe to the Cathi- 
| dick Faith, ( as Tranſubſtantiation,&Cc, )' 

8. As for the opinion and belief of the 
German Proteſtants, It will be known 


7 


chiefly by the Augnſtan Confeſhon, pre-.,,,. ,,. 
ſented to Charles the Fifth by the Princes of guftgn _ 
the Empire and other great Perſons, For <=flli- 


they teach, That zoz ely the Bread and Wine, 


n of 
Germ 


but the Boay and Bloud of 4 hriſt is truly grven Churches' 


zo the Receivers Or, aSIt1S.1n another Edi- 
tion, That the Body and Blond of Chriſt are 
zruly preſent, and diflributed to the Communi- 
cants in the Lords Supper, and refute thoſe 
that teach otherwiſe. They alſo declare, 
That we muſt ſo uſe the Sacraments, aa to be- 
lieve and embrace by Faith thoſe things pro- 
miſed which the Sacraments offer and convey to 
4, Yet we may obſerve here, that Faith 
makes not thoſe things preſent which are 
promiſed ; for Faith (as it is well known) 
15S more properly ſaid to take and appre»+ 
hend, than to promiſe or perform: Bur 
the Word and Promiſe of God, on which 
our Faith is grounded (and not Faith ic 
felf ) make that preſent which is pro- 


miſed « as it was agreed at a Conference © , 
? | O S, Germ 


46 St, German betwixt- ſome- Proteſtants. 1,6, 
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- and Papiſts : And therefore it is unjuſtly 
laid to our c—_ by ſome in the Church | 
of Rome, as if we ſhould believe, that 
the preſence and participation of Chriſt, 
in the Sacrament, is effe&ted meerly by 
the power of Faith. 
The $4x- 9+ The Saxon Confeſſion, approved by 
on Con- other Churches, ſeems ro be a repetition 
feſſion. of the Auguſtan: Therein we are taught, 
That Sacraments axe attions divinely inſtitu- 
ited, and that although the ſame things or atti- 
Art.!15. ons iu common uſe have nothing of the nature 
| of Sacraments, yet when uſed according to the 
arvine inſtitation, Chriſt # truly and ſubſtan- 
tially preſent in the Communion, and his Body 
and Bloud truly given to the Receivers ſo that 
i: 40 he teflifies that he. # in them z, as St. Hillary 
18. ſaith, Theſe things taken and received make 
#4 to be in Chriſt, and Chriſt to be in 6. 
TheCon. 19» The Confeſſion of Wirtemberg, 
fefſion of Whichin the year 1552 was propounded to 
Winemb. the Council of Trezt, is like unto this : 
For it teacheth, That zhe true Body and 
Bloud of Chriſt are geven inthe holy Communi- 
In the 9, and refutes thoſe that ſay, That zhe 
Preface. Bread and wine in the Sacrament are only 
fians of the abſent Body and Bloud of 
Chriſt. 
Confels, 11. The Bohemian Confeſſion alſo, that yl 
Bevem. is of them who by contempt, and out of | 
12norance, 
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i2norance, are called by ſome Picards 
and waldenſes, preſented to King Fer- 
dinand by the Barons and Nobles of 
Bohemia, and approved by Lather, and 
eMelantthon, and the Famous Univerſity 
of wittemberg, teacheth, that we ought 
from the heart to believe, and to profeſs by 
words, that the Bread of the Loras Supper ut 
the true Body of Chriſt whith was given for ma, 
and the wine, his true Bloud that was ſhed for 
us: And that it us not lawful for any perſon to 
bring or add any thing of his own to the words 
of Chriſt, or in the leaſt to take any thing from 
them, And when this. their Confeſſion 
was defamed and abuſed by ſome of their 
Adverſaries, they anſwered, That zhey 
would ever be ready to refute the Calumniators, 
and to make it appear by flrong Arguments, and 
a ſtronger Faith, that they never were, and by 
Gods grace, never would be what their Adver- 
ſaries repreſented them. 

I2. In the ſame manner, The Conci- Conſenſu 
liation of the Articles of the Lords Sup- 799m: 
per, and the wautual agreement betwixt 
the Churches of the greater and lefler 
Polonia 1n the Synod of Sexndomirs, we hold Near the 
together (ſay they ) the belief of the words beginung. 
of Chriſt, as they have been rightly underſtood 
by the Fathers; or to ſpeak more plain, we 


believe and confeſs, that the ſubſtantial Preſence 
C 2 of 
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of Chriſt # not only ſignified in the Lords Sup: 
per, but alſo that the Body and Blond of our Lord 
is truly offered and granted to worthy Receivers, 
zogether with thoſe ſacred ſigns which convey to 
the thing ſignified, according to the nature of 
Sacraments, and leſt the different ways of 
ſpeaking ſhould breed any contention, we muth- 
ally conſent to ſubſcribe that Article concerning 
the Lords Supper which t in the Confeſſion of the 
Churches of Saxony, which they ſent to the 
Council of Trent; and we hold and acknow- 
ledge it te be ſound and piows, Then they re- 
peat the whole Article, mentioned and ſet 
down a little before. 

Confeſſo 13. Luther was once of opinion that the 

pg Divines of Baſil and Strasbourg did ac- 

Biji.. knowledge nothing in the Lords Supper 
beſides Bread and Wine. To him Bucera:, 
in the name of all the reſt, did freely an- 
{wer, That they all unanimonſly did condemn 
that error ; that neither they, nor the SWitzers 
ever believed or taught any ſuch thing z that 
none could expreſly be charged with that Error, 
except the Anabapriſts : Azd that he alſo had 
once been perſwaged, that Luther in his Wri- 
tins attributed too much to the outward Sym- 
bols, and maintained a groſſer Union of Chriſt 
with the Bread than the Scriptares aid aliow 
as though Chriſt had been corporally preſent with 
it, united into a natural ſubſtance with the 

Bread ; 
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Bread ; fo that the wicked as well «5 the faith- 
fal were made. partakers of grace by receiving 
the Element : But that their own Duttrine and 
belief concerning that Sacrament was, that the 
' true Boay and Bloud of Chriſt was truly pre- 
ſented, given, and received together with the 
viſible figns of Bread and wine, by the opera- 
tion of our Lord, and by wertue of hi inſlitu- 
tion, according to the plain ſound and ſenſe of 
his words ; and that not only Tuinglius and 
Oecolampadius had ſo taught, but they alſo, 
in the publick Confeſſions of the Churches of the 
Upper Germany, and other Writings, confeſs 
it ;* ſo that the Controverſie was rather about 
the manner of the preſence or abſence, than about 
the preſence or abſence it ſelf, All which Bacer's 
Aſſociates confirm after him. He alſo 
adds, That the Magiſtrates in their Ghurches 
had denounced very ſevere puniſhments to any 
that ſhould deny the preſence of the Body and 
Bloud of Chriſt in the Lords Supper. Bucermus 
did alſo maintain this Doqrine of the 
bleſſed Sacrament in prefence of the 
Landgrave of Heſſe and Melanithon, confeſ- 
ſing, That together with the Sacrament we 
truly and ſubſtantially receive the body of Chriſt, 
Alſo, That the Bread and Wine are conferring 
. fiens, giving what they repreſent, ſo that to- 
gether with them the Body of Chrift # giver 
axd received, And to theſe he adds, That 
C 3 the 
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the Body and Bread are not' united in the mix- 
ture of their ſwbſlance,but in that the Sacrament 
gives what it promiſeth, that us, the one ts 
never without the other ; and ſo they agreeing 
ou both parts, that the Bread and Wine are not 
changed, he holds ſuch a Sacramental Union. 
Luther having heard this, declared alſo 
his opinion thus, That he did pot Hcally in- 
clude the Body and Bloud of Chriſt with the 
Bread and wine, and unite them together by 
any natural connexion; and that he did not 
make proper to the Sacraments that wertue 
whereby they brought Salvation to the Recei- 
vers, but that he maintainea only a Sacramen- 
fal Union betwixt the Body of Chriſt and the 
Bread, and betwixt his Bloud and the wine : 
aud did teach, that the power of confirming 
our Faigh, which he attributed to the Sacra- 


ments, was not naturally inherent in the out- 


ward figns, but proceeded from the operation of 
Chriſt, and was given by bu Spirit, by hs 
Words, and by the Elements, And finally, in 
chis manner he ſpake to all that were pre- 
ſent, Jf you believe and teach that in the 
Lords Supper the true Body and Bloud of Chriſt 
# given and received, and xt the Bread and 
wine only ; and that this giving and receiving 
# real and not imaginary, we are agreed, and 
we own you for dear Brethren in the Lord, All 
this is ſet down at large in the twentieth 
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Tome of Luthers Works, and in the En- 


oliſh Works of Zucer. 


14. The next will be the Gallicay Con- The 


feſſion, made at Pars in 2a National Sy- —_— 


7 nod, and preſented to King Charles IX. 
[ N, At the Conference of Poifſy, Which ſpeaks 
7] \of the Sacrament on this wiſe: Although 
' Chriſt be in heaven, where he i to remain un- 
til he come to judge the world, yet we believe 
that by the ſecret and incomprehenſible virtue 
of his Spirit, he feeds and wivifies us by the 
ſubſtance of his Body and Bloud received by 
Faith + now we ſay that thi 4 done in a ſpiritual Art.z6. 
manner ; not that we believe it to be a fancy 
and imagination, inflead of a truth and real 
effet, but rather becauſe that Myſtery of onr 
Union with Chriſt # of ſo ſublime a nature, ® 
i thatitis a4 much above the capacity of our ſen- 
' ſes, as it ts above the order of nature. Item, 
' we believe that in the Lords Sapper God gives 
! uw really, thatis, truly, andefficacionſly, what- 
ever us repreſented by the Sacrament, with the 
figns we joyn the true Poſſeſſion and fruition of 
the thing by them offered to m: And ſo, that 
Bread and Wine which are given to u, become 
oar ſpiritual nouriſhment, in that they make it 
in ſome manner vifible to us that the Fleſh of 
(Chriſt ## our food, and bis Bloud our drink. 
Therefore thoſe Fanaticks that rejeft theſe Signs 


and Symbols are by us rejetted, our bleſſed 
| _— Saviour 
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Saviour having ſaid, This #s my body, and this 
Cup is my bloud, This Confeſſion hath been 
ſubſcribed by the Church of Gezeva. 

15, The Envoyes from the French 


Eccl.Gall. Churches to worms made a declaration 
- eonf-1555 concerning that Myſtery, much after the 


ſame manner : We confeſs (ſay they ) that 
in the Lords Supper, beſides the benefits of 
Chriſt, the ſubſtance alſe of the Son of man, 
his true body, with his bloud ſhed for ws, are 
not only figuratively ſignified by Types and Sym- 
bols, as memorials of things abſent z but alſo, 
zruly and certainly preſented, given, and of- 
fered to be applied, by figns that are pot bare 
and deſtitute, but ( on Gods part, in regard of 
his offer and promiſe.) always undonþtedly 
accompanied with what they fignifie, whether 
they be offered to good or bad Chriſtians. © 

16: Now follows the Beloick Confeſh- 


_ on, which profeſſeth it ro be moſt certain, 


that Chriſt doth really effeft in us what is figu- 
red bythe fiens, although it be above the ca- 

pacity of our reaſon to underſtand which way ; 
the operations of the Holy Ghoſt being always 

decult ana incomprehenſible. 

17, The more ancient Confeſſion of 

che Switzers, made by common conſent at 

Bafil, and approved by all the Helverick- 

Proteſtant Churches, hath it, That while 

706 Faithful eat the bread, and drink the cup of 
| + EE the 


of Tranſubſtantiation. _— 


the Lord, they, by the operation of Chrift | 

working by the Holy Spirit, receive the Body 

and Blond of eur Lord, and thereby are fed unto 

Eternal life, But notwithſtanding that, 

they affirm, that this food is ſpiritual, 

yet they afterwards concludes That by 

ſhbiritual food they underſtand not imaginary, but 

the wery body of Chriſt which was given for 

24, | 

S 138. And the latter Confeſſion of the fete. 
Switzers, writ and Printed in 1566. affirms _—_ 

as expreſly the true preſence of Chriſts' 
body in the Euchariſt, thus: 0#ntwardly 
the bread u offered by the Miniſter, and the 
words of Chriſt heard, Take, eat, this ts my 
Body, arink ye all of this, this ws my Bloud, 
Therefore the Faithful receive what Chriſts 

1 Atmiſter gives, and drink of the Lords Cup : 

IJ And at the ſame time, by the power of Chriſt 

| working by the Holy Ghoſt, are fed by the fleſh 

and bloud of our Lord unto eternal life, &c, 

Again, Chriſt # not abſent from his Church 

| *celtbrating ha holy Supper. The Sun in heaven, 

: being diſtant from us, us :nevertheleſs preſent 

' by hu efficacy; how much more ſhall Chriſt the 

| Sun of righteouſneſs, who ' boaily in heaven, 

abſent from us, be ſpiritually preſent to « by 

hu life-giving virtue, and as he declared in his 

laſt Sapper he would be preſent, Joh.14.15,16. 

i/bexce it follows that we bave no Communion 

| without 


Conf, 
Thorun, 


The Hiſtory 
without Chriſfk, Now to this Confeſſion, 
not only the Reformed Swztzers did ſub- 
ſcribe, but alſo the Churches of Hungary, 
Panhonia, or Tranfiluania, Poland, and Li- 
thaazia, whith follow neither the Aupu- 

43 nor Bohemian Confeſſions : It was ſub. 
ſcribed alſo by the Churches of Scotland 
and Geneva. 

19. Laſtly, Let us hear the renowned 

Declaration of the Reformed Churches 
of Poland, made in the Aſſembly of Thoran, 
whereby they profeſs, that as to what 
concerns the Sacrament of the Euchariſt, 
they aſſent to that opinion which in the Augu- 
ſtan Confeſſion, in the Bohemian, and that of 
Sendom. # confirmed by Scriptures» Then 
afterwards in another Declaration they 
explain their own Mind, thus ſaying : 
I. That the Sacrament confiſteth of earthly 
things, as Bread and wine ; and things hea- 
wenly, as the Body and Bloud of our Lord ; 
bothof which, though in a different manner, 

yet moſt truly and really, are given together 
at the ſame times, earthly things, in ax earthly, 
corporal, and natural way ; beavenly things, 
in a myſtick, ſpiritual, and heavenly manner. 

2. Hence they infer, That the Bread and 
wine are, and are ſaid to be, with truth, the 
very Body and Bloud of Chriſt s not ſubſtapti- 
ally indeed, that ts, not corporally, but Sacra- 

mentally 
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of Tranſubſtantiation. 
mentally and Myſically, by wertue of the Sa- 
cramental Union s which confiſteth not in a bare 
fignification or obligation only, but alſo in a real 
exhibition ana communication of both parts, 
earthly and heavenly, together at once, though 
in a different manner. 3. In that ſenſe they 
affirm with the. Ancients, That the Bread 
and Wine are changed into the Body and Bloud 
of Chrift, wot in nature and ſubſtance, but its 
ſe and efficacy ; in which rveſpet# the ſacred 
Elements are not called what they ave to ſenſe, 
but what they are believed and recerved 'by 
faithgrounded on the Promiſe, 4. They deny 
fo believe the figns to be bare, inefficacious, and 
empty, but rather ſuch 4s truly give what they 
ſeal and fignifie, being efficacious inſlruments 
and moſt certain means whereby the Body and 


Bloud of Chriſt, and ſo, Chriſt himſelf with all 


hu benefits, ts ſet forth and offered to all Commu- 


nicants, but conferred and given to true Be- 
lievers, and by them received as the ſaving and 
vivifying food of their Souls, 5. T hey. deny 
not the true preſence of the body and bloud of 


' (hrift in the Lords Supper, but only the Cor- 


poral manner of his Preſence. They believe 
4 Myſtical Union betwixt Chriſt and us, and 
that, not imaginary, but moſt true, real, aud 
efficaciow, 6, T hence they conclude, That 
nt only the wertue, efficacy, operation, or bene- 
fits of Chriſt are communicated to 19, but more 


eſpecially 


27 
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eſpecially the very ſubſtance of his Body and | 
Bloud, ſo that, he abides in us, and we in” | 
him. | 1 

20. Now becauſe great is the fame of 


Calvin ( who ſubſcribed the Auguſtay Con- 


Comm. 
On 1 Cor. 


Tnftit. 
Book 4, 
Ch, 17. 


feſlion, and that of the Switzers ) let us 
hear what he writ and believed concern- 
ing this (acred Myſtery : His words in his | 
Inſtitutions and elſewhere are ſuch,ſo con- | 
formable to the ſtile and mind of the An- 
cient Fathers, that no Catholick Prote- 
ſtant would wiſh to uſe any other. 7 undey- 
ſtand ( ſaith he ) what. is. to be nnderſtood by 
the words of Chriſt ; that he doth 20t only offer 
14 the bexefits of his Death and Reſurreftion, 
but hu very body, wherein he died and roſe 
again. 1 aſſert that the body of Chriſt u really 
( 45 the nſnal expreſſion # ) that is, truly g1- 
wen to ws in the Sacrament, to be the ſaving 
food of our ſouls. Alſo in another place, 
Item, That word cannot lie, neither can it 
mock us ; aud except one preſumes to call God 4 
deceiver be will never dare to ſay, that the 
Symbols are empty, and that (hriſt # not in 
them. Therefore- if by the breaking of the 
bread our Saviour doth repreſent the participa- 
tronof hu body, it is not to be doubted but that 
he truly gives ana confers it, If it be true that 
the viſible fign ts given tt, to ſeal the gift of an 
77vifible thins, we muſt firmly believe, that 
recetving 


 / Tranſubſtantiation. 


receiving the figns of the body, we alſo certain- 
ly receive the body it ſelf. Setting afiae all ab- 
ſaraities, I do willingly admit all thoſe terms 


that can moſt ſtrongly expreſs the true and ſub-. 
ſtantial Communication of the Body and Bloud of 


Chriſt, granted to the Faithful with the Sym- 
bols of the Lords Supper ; and that, not as if 
they received only by the force of their imagi- 
nation, or an att of their minds, bat really, ſo 
a4 to be fed thereby unto Eternal life. Again, 
we muſt therefore confeſs that the inward ſub- 
ſtance of the Sacrament tu joyned with the wiſs- 
ble ſign, ſo that, as the Bread is put into our 
hand, the Body of (hriſt # alſo given to ute 
Thu certainly, .if there were nothing elſe, 
ſhould abundantly ſatiifie 11, that we under- 
fland, that Chriſt, in hs Holy Supper, gives 
z the true and proper ſubſtance of his Body and 
Bloud, that it beiug wholly ours, we may te 
maae partakers ef all his benefits and gracess 
Again, The Son of God offers daily to us in the 
holy Sacrament, the ſame body which he once 
offered in ſacrifice to his Father, that it may be 


Treat, of 
the Lords 
Supper. 


our ſpiritual food, In theſe he afferts, as 


clearly as any onecan, the true, Real, and 
ſubſtantial Preſence and Communication 
of the Body of Chriſt, but how, he un- 
dertakes not to determine. JF any one 
( ſaith he.) a1k me concerning the manner, 1 
will not be aſhamed to confeſs that it is a ſecret 
100 


Inſt. B.4. 
Ch.17. 


Num, 32. 
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too high for my reaſon to comprehend, or my. 


Fong we to expreſs ; or to ſpeak more properly, I 


rathey feel than underflandit : Therefore with- 


Fleſh is the food; and his Bloud the drink of my 
Soul: And my Soul 1 offer to bim tobe fed by 
ſuch nonriſhment. He bids me take, eat, and 
arink his Body and Bloud, which in his holy 
Supper he offers me ander the Symbols of Bread 
and Wine: 1 make no ſcruple , but he doth 
reach them to me, and 1 receive themes All 
theſe are (alvins own words. | 

21. I was the more willing to be long 
in tranſcribing theſe things at large, our 
of publick Confeſhons of Churches, and 
the beſt of Authors, that it mighr the 
better 2ppear, how injuriouſly Proteſtant 
Divines are calumniared by others unac- 
quainted with their opinions, as though 
by theſe words, Spiritually and Sacramentally, 
they did nor acknowledge a true and well. 


4 out diſputing 1 embrace the truth of God, ana 
" confidently repoſe on it. He declares that his 


underſtood-rea! Preſence and Communi- 


cation of the Body 
in the Bleſſed Sacrament ; whereas on the 
contrary, they do profeſſedly own it, in 
terms as expreſs as any can be uſed. 


CHAP. 
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CHAP, II. 


1 1. What the Papiſts do underſtand by Chriſt 

S being ſpiritually preſent m the Sacra- 

ment. 2. What St. Bernard under- 

ſtood by it. 3. What the Proteſtants. 

| 4» Faith doth not cauſe, but ſuppoſe 

the preſence of Chriſt. 5. The Union 
betwixt the Body of Chriſt and the © 


Bread 1s Sacramental. 


| I FH Avis now, by what I have ſaid, 

put it out of doubt, that the Pro- 
| teſtants believe a ſpiritualand rae preſence 

3 of Chriſt in the Sacrament, which is the 

7 reaſon, thar according to the example of 

* the Fathers, they uſe ſo frequently the 

: term ſpiritual in this ſubject ; it may not 

/ beamiſs to conſider in thenext place, how 

| the Romax Church underſtands that ſame 

: word, Now they make it to fſignife, 
| That Chriſt is not preſent in the Sacrament, Bell. 4s 
1 either after that manner which 1s natural to _ ah 
| corporal things, or that wherein his own body keg. 
1 ſubſpſts in heaven, but according to the manner (iq 


of 


32 
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of Exiſtence proper to Spirits, whole and entire 
in each part of the Hoſt: And though by 
himſelf he be neither ſeen,toucht,nor moved, yet 


in reſpect of the Species or accidents joyned with 


him,he may be [aid to be ſeen, toacht,and moved : 


And ſo the accidents being moved, the body of 


Chriſt is truly moved accidentally, as the Soul 
truly changeth place with the Body ;, ſo that we 
truly and properly ſay that the body of Chriſt is 
removed, lifted up, and ſet down, put on the 
Patent, or on the Altar, aud carried from hand 
to month, and from the month to the ſtomach ; 
as Berengarius was forced to acknowledge in 
the Roman Conncil auder Pope: Nickiolas, that 
the Body of (hriſt was feaſnally toncht by the 
hands, and broken and chewed by the teeth of 
the Prieſt. But all this, and much more to 
the ſame effet, was never delivered to 
us, either by holy Scripture, or the anci- 
ent Fathers. And if Souls or Spirits could 
be preſenc,as here Be/larmine teacheth, yet 
it would be abſurd to ſay that bodies could 


_ be ſo likewiſe, it being inconſiſtent with 


Ot. Bern, 
Seri de 
S. 2iartin. 


their nature. 0s | 
2. Indeed Bellarmine confefleth with: 
St. Bernard, That Chriſt in the Sacrament is 
ot given to us carnally, but ſpiritually ; and 
would to God he had reſted here,” and not 
outgone the holy Scriptures, and the 
Doctrine of the Fathers, For endeavouring, 
with 


J anks 


of Tranſubſtantiation. 
with Pope Innocent III. and the Council of 
Trent, to determine the manner of the 
preſence and Manducation,of Chriſts bo- 
dy, with more nicety than was fitting, he 
thereby fooliſhly overthrew all that he 
had wiſely ſaid before, denied what he 
hal affirmed, and oppoſed his own Opi- 
'nion. His fear was leſt his Adverſaries ſhould 
apply that word ſpiritually, wot ſo much to ex- 
preſs the manner of preſence, as to exclude the 
very ſubfance of the Body and Bloud of Chriſt 3 
therefore (ſaith he ) upon that account it ts not 
ſafe to uſe too muck that of St. Bernard, The 
body of Chriſt is not Corporally in the Sacrament, 
without adding preſently the above- mentioned 
explanation. How much do we comply 
with humane pride, and curioſity, which 
would ſeem to underſtand all things ! 
W here is the danger > And what doth he 
fear, as long as all they that believe the 


Goſpel,own the true nature,& the real and 
ſubſtantial preſence of the body of Chriſt 


in the Sacrament, uſing that Explication 


of St. Bernard concerning the manner, 
which he himſelf, for the too great evi- 
dence of truth,durſt-not bur admit? And 
why doth he own that: the manner is ſpi- 
ritgal, not carnal, and then require a car- 
nal preſence, as to. the manner it ſelf £ As 
foxus, we all openly profeſs with St, Ber- 
SG | Fara; 
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ard, that the preſence of the body of 
Chriſt in the Sacrament, is ſpiritual; and 
therefore true-and real : and with the 
ſame Bermard; and all the Ancients, we 
deny that the Body of Chrift is carnally 
either preſent or given, The thing we 
willingly admir, but humbly and religi- 
ouſly. forbear to enquire into the man- 
"op - 

3}. Webelievea Preſence and Union of 
Chriſt with our ſoul and body, which we 
know not how to call better than Sacra- 
mental, rhat is, effected by eating ; that 
while we eat and drink the conſecrated 
Bread and Wine, we eat and drink there- 
withal the Body and Bloud of Chrift, 
not in a-corporal manner, but ſome other 
way, incomprehenſible, known only to 
God, which we call ſpiritual ; for if with 
St. Bernard and the Fathers a man goes no 
further, we-do not find fault with a ge- 
neral explicatioh of the tnanner, but with 
the preſumption and' felf-conceitedneſs 
of thoſe who boldly atid curiouſly .inquire 
whatis a ſpiritual Miltente, as preſuming 


that rhey can underſtand the manner of 


ating of Gods holy 'Spitit. We contra- 
riwiſe confeſs with the Fathers, that this 
manner of preſence isnnaccountable, and 
paſt finding gur, not to be ſearchr and 

pried 
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of Tranſubſtantiation. 
pried into by Reaſon, but believed. by 


Faith. And if it ſeems impoſſible that the 
fleſh of Chriſt ſhould deſcent, and come. 


to: be our food, through ſo great! 4 di- 


ſtance; we muſt remember how: much:the- 
power: of the holy Spirit exceeds our. 


ſenſe and our apprehenſions,. and how 


_ abfard it would: be ro-undertikerto mea- 


ſure his Immenſity by our weakneſs: and 
narrow capacity; and ſo make: onr Faith 
to conceive and believe what :our Reaſon 
cannot comprehend, |: ad 50 : 


* 


4. Yet our Faith doth n6t/ canſe or 
make that Preſence, bur apprehetids it as 
moſt truly and really effected by the word 
of Chriſt: And the' Faith: whereby we 
are {aid to eat the fleſh of Chriſt5 is not 
that only whereby we believe that he died 
for our fins ( for this Faith is required 
and ſuppoſed to precede the Sacramental 


 Manducation ) but more... properiy,. that 


whereby we believe thoſe words of Chriſt, 
This is my Body, which was St, Anſlins 
meaning when he ſaid, why doſt thou pre- 
pare i” ſtomach and thy teeth ? Believe and 
thoa haſt eaten, For in this Myſtical eating 
by the wonderful power of the Holy 
Ghoſt, we do inviſibly receive the ſub- 
ſtance of Chriſts Body and Bloud,as much 
as if we ſhould ear and drink both _ 

| D 2 5, The 


Aug. fu- 


per Fob. 
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5. Thereſult of all this is, That the Bo- 
dy and Blond of Chriſt are Sacramental- 
ly united to the Bread and Wine, ſo that 


Chrift is truly given to the Faithful, and 


yet is notito-be here confidered with ſenſe 
or worldly 'reaſon, but by Faith, reſting 
on the words of the Goſpel. Now it is 
ſaid, that the Body and Blond of Chriſt 
are joyned to the Bread and Wine, be- 
cauſe ,: that in the celebration of the holy 


.*. + Euchariſt, the Fleſh is given together 


Fd 


): with the Wine. All that remains is, That 


with the Bread, and the Bloud together 


we ſhould with' faith and humility admire 
this high and ſacred Myſtery, which our 
ronguecannot ſufficiently explain, nor our 
heart conceive. i 


.” 
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CHAP. IV. 


1. Of the change of the Bread per Wine 


into the Body and Bloud of Chriſt, 
which the Papiſts call Tranſubſtan- 
tiation. 2. Of Gods Omnipotency. 
3. Of the Accidents of the Bread. 
4. The Sacramental Union of the 
thing ſignified with the ſign. 5 and 6. 
The queſtion us ſtated Negatively and 
Affirmatively. 7. The definition of 
the Council of Trent. The Bull of 
Pope Pius IV. and the form of the 
Oath by him” appointed. The Decretal 
of Innocent III. The Afſertions of the 
Jeſuits. 8. Tranſubſtantiation 4 
very monſtrous thing. 


I + T T is an Article of faith in the Church 


of Rome, that in the Bleſſed Eucha- 


riſt the ſubſtance of the Bread and Wine 
iS reduced to nothing, and that in its 
place ſucceeds the Body and Bloud of 
Chriſt, as we ſhall ſee more at large Y 6, 


D 3 and 7, 
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and 7. The Proteſtants are much of ano- 
thermind; and yet none of them denies 
altogether bur that there 1s a converſion 
of the Bread into the Body ( and conſe- 
quently.of the Wine into the Bloud ) of 
Ghril : For they know and acknowledge 
that in the Sacrament, by vertue of the 
words and bleſſing of Chriſt, the .condi- 


.tion, uſe, and office of 'the Bread 1s whol- 
ly changed, that is, of common and or- 
.dinary, it becomes our Myſtical and Sa- 


cramental food ; whereby, as they affirm 


and believe, the true Body of Chriſt is 


not only:ſhadowed and figured, bur alſogi- 
ven indeed,and by worthy Communicants 


truly received. Yet they believe not that 
the bread loſethits own,to become the ſub- 
Rance of the Body of Chriſt , for the holy 


Scripture, and the ancient Interpreters 


thereof for many ages, never taught ſuch 


an Eſſential change and converſion,as that 
the very ſubſtance, the matter 'and form 
of the Bread ſhould be wholly taken 
away, bur only a myſterious and Sacra- 
mental one, whereby our Ordinary 1s 
changed into Myſtick bread, and there- 
by deſigned and appointed to another 
uſe, end, and office than before * This 
change, whereby ſupernatural effects are 
wrought by things natural, while their 
ET. *: T3 Efence 


wy Ie ea oe, we F 
TEE AD A an A Go 7 


of Tranſubſtantiation. 


Eſſence is preſerved entire, doth beſt 


agree with the grace and power of 
God. 
* 2, There is no reaſon why we ſhould 
diſpute concerning Gods Omnipotency, 
whether it cando this or that, preſuming 
to meaſure an infinite power by our poor 


ability which is but weakneſs. We may 


grant that he is able ro do beyond what 
we can think or apprehend, and reſolve 
his moſt wonderful acts into his abſolute 
will and power, but we may not charge 
him with working contradictions. And 
though Gods Almightineſs were able in 
this Myſtery to deſtroy the ſubſtance of 
Bread and Wine,and eſſentially to change 
it into the Body and Bloud of Chriſt, 
while the accidents of Bread and Wine 
ſubſiſt of themſelves without a ſabject, 
yet we deſire to have it proved that God 
will have it ſo, and that it is (o indeed. 
For, that God doth it becauſe he can, is 
no Argument; and that he wills it, we 
have no other proof but the confidenc 
Aſertion of our Adverſaries. Tertulliax 
againſt Praxias declared, That we ſhould not 
conclude God doth things becauſe he t able, but 
that we ſhould enquire what he hath done , For 
God will never own that praiſe of his 


Omanipotency, whereby his unchange- 
F " D 4 ableneſs 
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ableneſs and his trath are impaired, and 
thoſe things overthrown and deftroy'd, 
which, in his word, he affirms to he ; for, 
take away the Bread and Wine, and there 
remains no Sacrament. | 

2. They that ſay, that the matter and 
form of the Bread are wholly aboliſhed, 
yet will have the accidents to remain: 
But if the ſubſtance of the Bread be 
changed into the ſubſtance of Chriſts Bo- 
dy, by vertue of his words, what hin- 


ders that the accidents of the Bread are 


not alſo changed into the accidents of 
Chriſts Body ? They that urge the expreſs 
Letter, ſhould ſhew that Chriſt ſaid, This 
15 the ſubſtance of my Body without its 
accidents. But he did not ſay, That he 
gave his Diſciples a Phantraſtick Body, 
ſach a viſionary figment as Marcion be- 
lieved, but that very Body which was gi- 
ven for us, without being deprived of 
that extention and other accidents of hu- 
mane bodies without which it could nor 
have 'been crucified, fince the Main- 
tainers of Tranſubſtantiation grant that 
the Body of Chriſt keeps its quantity in 
Heaven, and ſay it is without the ſame 
in the Sacrament; they muſt either ac- 
knowledge their contradiction in the mat- 
$er, or give over their opinion, 

Fs | 4-Proteſtants 
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of Tranſubſtantiation. 
4. Proteſtants dare not be ſo curious, 
or preſume to know more than is delive- 


red by Scripture and Antiquity, they 


firmly believing the words of Chriſt, 
make the form of this Sacrament to con- 
fiſt in the Union of the thing ſignified 
with the ſign, that is, the exhibition of 
the Body of Chriſt with the conſecrated 
bread, ſtill remaining bread , by divine 
appointment theſe two are made one ; 
and though this Union be not natural, 
ſubſtantial, perſonal, or local by their be- 
ing one within another,yet itis ſo ſtraight 
and ſo true, that in eating the bleſſed 
Bread, the true body of Chriſt is given 
to us, and the names of the ſign and 
thing ſignified are reciprocally changed, 
what is proper to the body is attributed 
to the bread, and what belongs only to 
the bread, is affirmed of the body, and 
both are united in time, though not in 
place, For the preſence of Chriſt in this 
Myſtery is not oppoſed to diſtance bur 
to abſence, which only could deprive us 
of the benefit and fruition of the 
objec. 

5. From what hath been ſaid it appears, 
that this whole controverſie may be re- 
duced to four Heads, 1. Concerning the 
Signs ; 2.Concerning the thing ſignified ; 

; 3- Concerning 
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3.' Concerning the Union of, both'; and ' 
4. Concerning their participation; As 
for the firſt, The Proteſtants differ from 
the Papiſts in this, that according to the 
nature of Sacraments, and the Doctrine 
of holy Scripture we make the ſubſtance 
of Bread and Wine, and they acci- 
dents only to be figns. In the ſecond, they 
not underſtanding our opinion do miſ- 
repreſent it, for we do not hold ( as they 
* (ay wedo) that only the merits of the 
Death of Chriſt are repreſented by the 
blefſed Elements, but alſo that his very 
Body which was crucified, and his Bloud 
which was ſhed for us, are truly ſignified 
and offered, that our Souls may receive 
and poſſeſs Chriſt, as truly and certainly 
as the material and viſible ſigns are by us 
ſeen and received, And fo in the tnird 
place,becauſe the thing fignified is offered 
and given to us, as truly as the fign it 
ſelf, in this reſpe& we own the Union be- 
twixt the Body and bloud of Chriſt, 
and the Elements, whoſe uſe and office 
we hold tobe changed from what it was 
before, But we deny what the Papiſts 
afirm, that the ſubſtance of Bread 
and Wine are quite aboliſhed, and 
changed into the Body and Bloud of our 
Lord in ſuch ſort, that the bare accidents 


of 
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of the Elements do glone remain united 


with Chriſts Body and Bloud. And we 


alſo deny that the Elements ſtill retain 


the nature of Sacraments when not uſed 
according to divine inſtitution, that is, 
given by Chriſts Miniſters, and received 
by his People ; ſo thar Chriſt in, the con- 


ſ{ecrated bread ought not, cannot be kept 


and preſerved to be carried about, becauſe 
he is preſent only to the Communicants, 
As for the fourth and laſt point, we do 
not ſay, that in the Lords Supper we re- 
ceive only the benefits of Chriſts Death 
and Paſhon, but we joyn the ground with 
its fruits, that is, Chriſt with thoſe ad- 
vantages we receive from him, affirming 
with St. Paul, That the bread which we break 


4 


1 Cor, 10, 


# woworia, the Communion of the body of Chriſt, 16. 


and the Cup which we bleſs, the Communion of 
hi bloud ; of that very ſubſtance which he 
took of the bleſſed Virgin, and after- 
wards carried into heaven; differing 


from thoſe of Rome only in this, that they 


will have our Union with Chriſt to be 
corporal, and oureating of him likewiſe, 
and we on the contrary maintain it ro be, 
indeed as true, but not carnal or natural, 
And as he that receives unworthily, ( that 
iS, with the mouth only, but not with a 
faithful heart) eats and drinks his own 
— damnation, 
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damnation, ſo he that doth it worthily, 


receives his Abſolution and Juſtification 
that is, he that diſcerns, and then receives 
the Lords Body as torn, and his Bloud as 
ſhed for the redemption of the world. 
But.that Chriſt (as the Papiſts afhrm ) 
ſhould give his fleſh and bloud to be re- 
ceived with the mouth, and ground with 
the teeth, ſo that not only the moſt wic- 
ked and Infidels, buteven Rats and Mice 


ſhould ſwallow him down, this our words 


and onr hearts do utterly deny. 

6. So then, (to ſum up this Contro- 
verſie by applying to it all that hath been 
{aid ) Ir. is not queſtioned whether the 
Body of Chriſt be abſent from the Sacra- 
ment duly adminiſtred according to his 
Inſtitution, which we Proteſtants neither 
affirm nor believe: For it being given and 
received in the Communion,it muſt needs 
be that it is preſent, though in ſome man- 
| ner veiled under the Sacrament, ſo that of 
it ſelf it cannot be ſeen, Neither is it 
doubted or diſputed whether the Bread 
and Wine, by the power of God and a ſu- 
pernatural vertue, be ſet apart and fitted 
for a much nobler uſe, and raiſed to a 
higher dignity than their nature bears ; 
for we confeſs the neceſſity of a ſuper- 
patural and heayenly change, and _ 

| the 


which are both denied by Proteſtants. 
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the ſigns cannot become Sacraments bur 
by the infinite power of God, whoſe pro- 
per right it is to inſtitute Sacraments in 
his Church, being able alone to endue 
chem with vertue and efficacy. Finally, 


we do not ſay that our bleſſed Saviour 


gave only the figure and ſign of his body ; 


.neither dowe deny a Sacramental Union 


of the Body and Bloud of Chriſt with the 
ſacred Bread and Wine, ſo that both are 
really and ſubſtantially received together : 
But ( that we may avoid all ambiguity ) 
we deny that after the words and prayer 
of Conſecration, the bread ſhould remain 
bread no longer, but ſhould be changed 
into the ſubſtance of the Body of Chriſt, 
nothing of the Bread but only the acci- 
dents continuing to be what they were 
before: And ſo the whole queſtion is con- 
cerning the Tranſubſtantiation of the 
outward Elements, whether the ſub- 
ſtance of the Bread be turned into the 
ſubſtance of Chriſts Body, and the ſub- 
ſtance of the Wine into the ſubſtance of 
his Bloud ; or as the Remiſh Doors de- 
ſcribe their Tranſubſtantiation, whether 
the ſubſtance of Bread and Wine doth 


utterly periſh, and the ſubſtance of Chrifts 


Body and Bloud ſucceed in their place, 


7.The 
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7. The Chnrch of Roze fings on Corpus 
Chriſti-day, This' mot bread, but God and 
man my Saviour. And the Councilof Trent 

Cone. Tri- doth thus define it, Becauſe Chriſt our Redee- 
"ag mer ſaid traly, that that was his Body,which he 
gave *n the appearance of bread, therefore it 

was ever believed bythe Charch of God, and 

# now declared by this ſacred Synod, that by 

the power of Conſecration the whole ſubſtance of 

the bread #s changed into the ſubſtance of Chriſts 

Body, and the whole ſubſtance of the wine int6 

the ſubſtance of his Blond, which change u fit- 

ly and properly called Tranſnbſtaitiation' by the 

_ Ibid. holy Catholick ( Roman ) Church, - Therefore 
Can? 5f avig owe ſhall ſay, That the ſubtance of Bredil 
and Wine remains with the Body and Blond of 

our Saviour Feſw {hrift, and ſhall deny that 
wonderful and ſingular cexverfion of the whole 
ſubſtance of the Bread and' wint into the ſub- 

ſtance of the Body 'and Blond of Chriſt, the-on- 

ty appearance and dutward forms of the Bread 

and Wine remaining, which converſion the Ca- 

tholick ( Roman ) Church doth fitly call Tran- 
ſubſtantiation, let him be accarſed; T he Pope 

Bula Piz Confirming this Council, defines it after 
Pape 4+ the ſame manner, impoſeth an Oath and 
== 148 Declaration to the ſame purpoſe, and fo 
der. makes it one of the'new Articles of the 
Roman Fairh, in the form, and under the 
penalty following : ' I, N.' ds profeſs and 

4 fir m ly 
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firmly believe all and every the fingulars con- 
tained in the Confeſſion of Faith allowed by the 
holy Charch of Rome ; viz. 7 believe in one 
Goal, 8&C. I alſo profeſs that the Body and Blowd 
with the Sonl and Godhead of our Savionr Feſwus 
Chriſt are tiraly, really, and ſubſtantially in 
the Maſs, and in the Sacrament of the Eu- 
. chayift, and that there # a converſion of the 
whole ſubſtance of the Bread into the Body, 
and of the whole ſubfance of the Wine into the 
| SBloud of Chrift, which converſion the Roman 
* Catholick Church calls Tranſubſtantiation. 1 
folly embrace all things defined, declared, and . 
* aelivered by the holy Conncil of Trent, and 
withall I do rejef?, condemn, and accurſe all 
things by it accarsd, condemned, or rejected. 
1 as confidently believe that thu Faith, which 
1 now willingly profeſs, # the true Catholick 
Faith without the which it i impoſſible to-.be 
ſaved , - and 1do promiſe, vow, and ſwearthat 
7 will conſtantly keep it whole and undefited to 
my very laft breath: So help me God and theſe 
Holy Goſpels, Afterwards: he bravely ccon- 
cludes this Decree with this Comminati- 
on: Tet no men therefore dare to attempt the 
breaking of this our Deed and Injuntion, or be 
ſo deſperate as to oppoſe its And if any one pre- 
ſumes upon ſuch an attempt, let him know that 
he thereby gncnrs the wrath of Almighty God, 
and of his bleſſed Apoſtles Peter and Paul. 


Given 


Decret. de 
ſum. Trin. 
& fide 
Cathol, 
Tit.1. 
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Given at Rome 7» St. Peters Charch the Thir- 
teenth of November ix the year of onr Lord 
1564. the fifth of our Pontificat. Which is as 
much as to ſay, That he had received this 
his Roman Faith from Pope Innocent the 
Third, who "firſt decided and impoſed 
this Docrine of the Tranſubſtantiation 
of the Bread and Wine into the Body 
and Bloud of Chrift, and made it an Ar- 
ticle of Faith, adding this new-deviſed 
Thirteenth to the ancient Twelve Arti- 
cles, for ſo we find it publiſhed in his De- 
cretal propounded to the Aﬀembly at 
Lateran in 1215. and proclaimed. after- 
wards by his Nephew Pope Gregory the 
Ninth. Thus: we firmly believe ana ſimply 
acknowledge that there.us one only true God, &c. 
and that in the Sacrament of the' Altar the 
Body and Blond of Chriſt are truly contained 
under the accidents of Bread and Wine, which 
are tranſubſtantiated, the Bread into the Body, 
and the wine into the Bloud, To theſe defini- 
tions of Popes I will add only the Tenets 
of three Jeſuits, which are highly ap- 
proved by the late followers of the new 
Roman Faith, Firſt, Of Alphonſur Salmeron, 
We muſt of neceſſity (ſaith he) hold Tran- 


Tra#.16. ſubſtantiation, that the ſubſtance of Bread 


and Wine, which Luther and ſome others 


admit, may be excluded; that the words of 
Chriſt 
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Chrift ( which yet are moſt true without 
that ) maybe verified, that how few of theſe 
many are pertinent to their purpoſe will be 
ſeen hereafter z many Teſtimonies of the Fa- 
thers, concerning Converſion,. Mutation, Con- 
ſecration, Benediftion, Transformation, Saniti- 
freation ( for by all theſe names almoſt, they 
| have called Tranſubſtantiation') may ſtand 
firm, and not be vain and inſignificant s and 
laſtly, that we may maintain 4 ſolid preſence of 
the Body and Bloud of Chriſt, Item, as David ryz.1s. 


changed his Countenance before Abimelech, = /%,nom 
P.d.fe- 


and then received the Shew-bread, that was ,\*- 

4 certain Type of the Euchariſt, ſo Chrift 

in the Sacrament feigns himſelf to be bread, 

and yet is not bread, though he ſeems ſo to be 

moſt viſibly. Secondly, Of Cardinal Francis 

Tolet ; The words of Conſecration are efficacious Tnſtr.$4 

inſtruments whereby t0 Tranſubſtantiate the 144.2 

ſubRance of the Bread into the true Body of © © 

Chriſt ; ſo that after they are ſpoken, there re 

mains in the Hoſt none of the ſubſtance- of the 

Bread, bat only the accidents of it, which are 

called the properties of the Bread, under which 

the true Body of Chriſt # preſent. Thirdly;and 

laſtly, Of Cardinal Bellarmine, The Cathe- tib.2.4e 

lick Church ever taught, that. by the converſion _ 

of the Bread and Wine into the Body and Blogd "OY 

of Chriſt ( which cowverſion hath been in after 

times called Tranſubſtantiation ) it comes to peſts 
| | EAF 
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that the Body and Bloud of our Lord are truly 
and really. preſent in the Sacrament, It would” 
be to no purpole to bring the Teſtimonies 
of others of the Latine or Reman Church 
who give to the Pope an abſolute power 
of defining what he pleaſeth, for they 
are but the ſame ſtuff as theſe : bur if any 
one hath a mind let him conſult Grerſerus 
his defence of Bellarmize, or his Dialogue 
who firſt writ againſt Zather, who both 
reduce the whole matter to the judgment 
and decree of the Pope. 

8. Now we leave inquiring what God 
15.able to do, for we ſhould firſt know his 
will in this matter, before we examine his 
power : Yet thus much we ſay, that this 


Roman Tranſubfſtantiation is ſo ſtrange 


and monſtrous, that it exceeds thenarure 
of all Miracles. And though God by his 
Almightineſs be able: ro'turn the ſub- 
ſtance of bread into ſome other ſubſtance, 
ret none will believe that he doth it, as 
Fong as it appears to our ſenſes, that the 
fabſtance of the Bread doth ſtill remain 
whote and entire.Certain it is,that hither- 
to we read of *no ſuch thing done in the 
Old or New Teſtament, and therefore this. 


Tenet, being as unknown to, the Anci- 


ents as it is ungrounded in Scripture, ap- 
pears as yet to be very incredible, and 
- mn ' there 
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there is no reaſon we ſhould believe ſuch 
an unauthoriſed figmenrt, newly invenred 
by men, and now impoſed as an Ar- 
ticle of Chriſtian Religion, ' For it is in 
vain that they bring Scripture to defend 
this their ſtapendious Dofrine; and it is 
fiot true; \whar they ſo often and: ſo 
confidently affirm, that-: rhe; Univerſal 
Church hath always conſtantly owned 
it, being it was nor ſo mach as heard of 
in the Church for many Ages, and hath 
been bur lately approved' by "the Popes 
Authority in the Councils. of | Zareran 
and Trezr, 45 I ſhall prove in the following 


Chapters, | 
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That neither the word nor name of Tran- 
© (abſtantiation, nor the DoErine or the 
' thing it ſelf. is taught or contained in 
holy Scripture, or in the Writings of 

. the ancient Dottors of the Church, but 
.. rather # contrary to them ; and there- 


FE fore not of Faith. 


I. He word Tranſubſtantiation is ſo 

far from being found either in the 
ſacred Records, or in the Monuments of 
the ancient Fathers, that the maintainers 
of it do themſelves acknowledge that it 
was not ſo much as heard of before the 
twelfth Century. For though one Ste- 
phanus, Biſhop of Autax, be {aid to have 
once uſed it, yet it is without proof that 


' fome Modern Writers make him one of 


Rl 


*Seech.1, 
art. 6, 
C.3 &rt.4. 
£.4, 871.5, 
and this 
cb.61.5. 


the tenth Century $ nor yet doth he ſay, 
that the bread is Tranſubſtantiated, 
but as it were Tranſubſtantiated, which 

* well underſtood might be admitted. 
2, Nay, that the thing it ſelf without 
the word; that the Doctrine without the 
expreſſion 
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expreſſion cannot be found in Scripture; is 
ingeniouſly' acknowledged by the molt - 
learned Schoolmen Scotus, Durandas, Biel, 
Cameracenſis, Cajetan, and many more; 

who finding it not, . brought in by- the 

Popes Authority, and received in the Rg- ' © 
man Church, till 1200 years after Chriſt, 
yet endeavoured to defend it by other 
Arguments. LEES | 

3. Scotus confelt, That there is not any Scot. in 

place in Scripture ſo expreſs as t0 compel « may 7 
70 admit of Tranſubſtantiation, were it not that © © 
the (harch hath declared for it, ( that is, 

Pope 1#nocent III, in his Lateray Council. ) 
Durandus (aid, That the word # found, but % wa 
that by it, the manner they contend for cannot '* © 

be proved. Biel affirms, That it is no where Biel is 
found in Canonical Scriptares. Occam declared, _ miſſs 
That it # eafier, more reaſonable, leſs incon- es 
wenient, and better agreeing with Scripture, Cent 1.4. 
to hold that the ſubſtance of the Bread remains. T5” 
Afﬀcer him Cardinal Cameracenfis doth alſo 4.11.g.s. 
confeſs, That Tranſubſtentiation cannot be ©4n.ina. 


| d.11.9.6. 
proved ont of the Scriptures. Nay, the Biſhop ; —_— 


of Rocheſter ſaith himſelf, That there i” no Luth de 
expreſſion in Scripture whereby that conver flow #2! *** 
of ſubſtance in the Maſs can be made good, 
Cardinal Cajeten likewiſe, There i 20t any cajeran in 
thing of force enough in the Goſſiel to make wa The. 3. 
is 9.75-411.1 
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bil.c,1, 


apder ftand in 4 proper ſenſe - ſe words, Th 
7 3. 


RY is my. body: Nay, that preſence which the 
34-45 Chanch( of Rome) believes in the Sacrament 
met Cannot be proved by the words of Chriſt: without 

| the declaration of the ( Roman) Charch. 
Bell. de Laſtly; Zellarmine himſelf doth:fay, That 
Ench. 1.3: though he mig ht bring Scripture clear enough, to 
"bis thinking, to prove Tranſubſtantiation by, to 

ex cafie man, yet ſtill it would be doubtful whe- 
ther he had done it to purpoſe, becanſe ſome very 
acute ard learned men, as SCOLWS, hold that it 
cannot be proved by. Scripture. Now in this, 
Proteſtants defire no:more but to be of the 

Ppinion of thoſe learned and acute men. 
' 4+ And indeed, the:words of inſtieuti- 
on would plainly make it appear to any 
,man that would prefer truth to-wrangling, 
 (thatirtis with the Bread, that the Lords 
Body is given, (as his Bloud with the 
Wane ) for Chriſt, having taken, bleſled, 
2nd broken the bread, ſaid, Thi # my 
body, and St. Paul, than whom none could 
| better underſtand the meaning of Chriſt, 
explains it thus, The bread which we break 
# the waovie, Communion or communication of 
' the body of Chriſt, that whereby his body 
is given, and the Faithful are made par- 
takers of it. That it was bread which 
he reachc to them, there was no-need of 
any proof, the receiver's ſenſes ſufficient- 
ly convinc'd them of it ; but-that —_ 

X | wit 
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with his body was given, none could 
haveiknown, had it not been declared by 
him who is the truth it ſelf. And though, 
by the divine inſtitution and the explica» 


tion of the Apoſtle every faichfal Coms 


municant may be as certainly: aſſured that 
he receives the Lords Body, as if he knew 
 thatthe Bread.is ſubſtantially turned into 
it, 'yet it dothnot therefore follow, that 
the Bread is ſo changed, that its ſub- 


ſtance is quite done away, ſo that there 


remains nothing preſent, but the very 
natural Body of Chriſt, made of bread : 
For certain it'is, that the bread is not the 
Body of Chriſt any otherwiſe than as the 
Cupis the New Teſtament, and two dif- 
ferent conſequences cannot. be drawn 
| from thoſe two not different expreflions. 
Therefore as the Cup cannot be the New 
Teſtament bur by a Sacramental figure, 
no more can the Bread be the Body of 
Chriſt, butin the ſame ſenſe. | F 
5+ AS to what Bellarmine and others (ay, 
That it is not poſſible the words of Chriſt 
can be true, but by that converſion, which 


the'Church of Rome calls Tranſubſtantia- 


tion, that is ſo far from being ſo, that if 
it were admitted, it would firſt deny the 
Divine - Omnipotency, as though God 
were not able to make the Body of Chriſt 

E 4 preſent, 
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preſent, and truly to giveitin the Sacra- 
ment, whilſt the ſubſtance of the Bread 
remains, 2. It would be inconſiſtent with 
the Divine Benediftion which preſerves 
things in their proper being. 3. It would 
be contrary to the true nature of a Sacra- 


ment, which always conſiſteth of two 


parts. And laſtly, It would in ſome man- 
ner deſtroy the true ſubſtance of the Bo# 
dy and Bloud of Chriſt, which cannot 
be (aid to be made of Bread and Wine by 
a Prieſt, without a moſt high preſumption. 
But the truth of the words of Chriſt re- 
mains conſtant, and can be defended, 
without overthrowing ſo many other 
great truths, Suppoſe a Teſtator puts 
Deeds and Titles. in the hand of his Heir, 
with theſe words, Take the Houſe which 


1] bequeath thee; There is no man will 


think that thoſe Writings and Parch- 
ments are that very Houſe which is made 
of Wood or Stones, and-yet no man 
will ſay that the Teſtator ſpake falſly or 
obſcurely. Likewiſe our bleſſed Saviour, 
having ſanRified the Elements by his 
words and prayers, gave them to his Di- 
ſciples as Seals of the New Teſtament, 
whereby they were as certainly ſecuredof 


| thoſe rich and precious Legacies which 


he left to them, 'as Children are of their 
Fathers 
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Fathers Lands and Inheritance, by Deeds 
and Inſtruments ſigned and delivered” for 
that purpoſe. | "13% 
6. To theSacred Records we may. add 
the jadgment' of the Primitive Church: '- | 
For thoſe Orthodox and holy DoRors of . 
our holier Religion, .thoſe great Lights of 
- the Catholick Church, doall clearly, con- 
ttancly,and unanimouſly conſpire in this, 
That the preſence of the Body of Chriſt 
in the Sacrament is only myſtick and ſpi- 
ritgal.. As for the entire annihilation of 
the ſubſtance of the Bread and the Wine, 
or that new and ſtrange Tenet of Tranſub- 
ſtantiation, they did nor ſo much as hear 
or ſpeak any thing of it: Nay, the con- 
ſtant ſtream of their Doarine doth clear- 
ly run againſtit, how great ſoever are the 
brags and pretences of the Papiſts to the 
contrary. And if you will hear them -one 
by one, I ſhall bring ſome of their moſt 
noted paſſages only, that our labour may 
not be endleſs by rehearſing all that they 
have ſaid to our purpoſe on this ſubjeR. 

7. I hall begin with that holy and an- 
' C1ent Doctor, Fuſtin AMMartyr, who is one Taft. Mart, 
of the firſt after the Apoſtles times, whoſe 4zDon. 
undoubted Writings are come to us. 'i* 
What was believed at Rowe and elſewhere 
in his time, concerning this holy-myſtery, 

may 
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may well be-underſtood out. of theſe his 
words: ufter that the Biſhop hath prayed, 
ard bleſſed, and the people ſaid Amen, thoſe 
whom we call Deacons or Miniſters give to every 


Apol.2. ad one of them that are preſent ar portion of the 


Anton. 


prope fi- 
nent. 


S.Iven. 


A.P-160, 


Li5.4. 
Cont. H.xe 


reſ.c. 34. 


Bread and Wine ;, and that fool we call the Eu- 
charift, for we do mot receive it as ordinary 
Bread and Wine, They receivediit as bread, 
yetinot as common bread;; And a little 
afcer, By this food digefled, onr fleſh and bloud 
are fed, and we ave raught that it is the Body 
and Floud of Feſms Chrift, Therefore the 
ſubſtance of the Bread remains, and re- 
mins corruptible food, even- after the 
Conſecration, which can in: no wiſe be 
ſaid of the immortal Body of Chriſt : For 
the fleſh of Chrift is not turned into our 
fleſh, .neither doth it nouriſh it, as doth 
that food which is Sacramentally called 
the Fleſh of Chriſt. But the Fleſh of Chriſt 
feeds our fouls nnto eternal life. | 

8. After the ſame manner, it is writ- 
ten by that holy Martyr renew Biſhop 
much. sbout 'the ſame time, The bread 
which # from. the earth is no more common 


. bread, after the invocation of God upon it, bat 


« become the Euchariſt confiſiing of two parts, 
the one earthly, and the other hequenly. T here 
would be nothing earthly if 'the ſubſtance 
of the bread were removed. Again, 

As 
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<4 the grain of wheat falling in the ground, 
and dying, riſeth ag#in# much increaſed, and 
then Raney the word of God becomes the Lib 5: 
Fuchariſt'( which is the Body and Bloud of © 
Chriſt, )- So likewiſe our bodies nouriſh: d by it, 
laid in the ground and diffolved, fhall riſe again 
in their time, Again,we are fed by the Creature; nhid. 
| but it is he himſelf that gives it, he hath ordain- 
ea and appointed that Cup which #* a Creature, 
axd his Bloud alſo, arid that Bread which # « 
(reature, aud alſo his Body, And ſo when the 
Bread' and the Cup are bleſſed by Gods Word, 
they become the Eucharift of the Body and Blond 
of Chriff,' and from them our bodies receive 
nouriſhment and increaſe, Now that our 
fleſh-is- fed-and* encreaſed by the natural 
body: of -Chriſt cannot be ſaid withour 
oreat"impiety by themſetves that hold 
Tranſubſtanciation, -' For naturally no- 
thing nouriſheth-our bodies bur' what is 
made fleſh and bloud by the laſt digeſtion, 
which it would be-btaſphemous' to fay of 
the incorruptible body of Chriſt. Yet the 
facred Elements which in ſome manner - 
are, and are ſaid to be the body' and 
bloud 'of, Chriſt, yield nouriſhment and 
encreafe to our- bodies by their earthly 
nacure, in ſuch fort,that by vertue alſo oof 
the heavenly and ſpiritual food which the 
faithful receive by means of the material, 

ab45 of 5" Our 
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our bodies are fitted for a bleſſed Reſur- 
reion to immortal glory. ett 

9. Tertullian, who flouriſhed about the 
two hundredth year after Chriſt, when 
as yet he was Catholick, and acted: by a 
pious zeal, wrote againſt Marcion the He- 
retick, who amongſt his other impious 
opinions taught that Chriſt had not ta- 
ken of the Virgin Mary the very nature 
and ſubſtance of a hamane body, but on- 
ly. the outward forms. and appearances ; 
out of which Fountain the Romiſh Tran- 
ſubſtantiators ſeem to have drawn their 
Doctrine of accidents abſtracted from their 
ſubjet hanging in the air, that is, ſub- 
fiſting on nothing, Texrallian, diſputing 
againſt this wicked Herefie, draws an Ar- 
gument from the Sacrament of the Eu- 
chariſt to prove that Chriſt had not a 
Phancaſtick and imaginary, but a- trae 
and natural body, thus. The figure of 
the Body of Chriſt proves it to be natu- 
ral, for there can be no figure of a Ghoſt 
or a Phantaſm, But ( ſaith he) Chrif/having 
taken. the Bread, and given it to his Diſciples 


made it his Body by ſaying, Thu us my Boay, 


that is, the figure of 'my Body, Now, it could 


wot have been a figure except the body were real, 
for a meer appearance, an imaginary Phantaſm 
# not capable of « figure, Each part of this 

| Argument 
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Argument is true, and contains a neceſ- 
ſary Concluſion, For 1, The bread muſt 
remain: bread, otherwiſe Marcion would 
have returned the Argument againſt Ter- P 
zullian, ſaying as the Tranſubſtanriators ; 

It was not bread, but meerly the acci- 
dents of bread, which ſeemed to be bread. 
' 2. The my of Chriſt is proved to be 

crue by the figure of it, which is ſaid to 
be bread : For the bread is fit to repreſent 
that divine Body, becauſe of its nou- 
riſhing vertue, which in the bread is 
earthly, but in the body is heavenly. 
Laſtly, The realty of the Body is proved 
by that of its figure, and ſo if you deny 
the ſubſtance of the bread (as the Papiſts 
do) you: thereby deſtroy the truch and 
realty of che Body of Chriſt in the Sa- 
crament. 

10, Origen allo, about the ſame time oyigee. 
with Tertallian, ſpeaks much afrer the 4 7-2:0. 
ſame manner, Jf Chrift ( ſaith he ) a theſe 1&3, 
men ( the Marcionites } falſly hold, bad nei» flo cours 
ther Fleſh nor Bloud, of what manner of Fleſh, #rcien. 
of what Body, of what Blond did he give the 
. Signs and Images when he gave the Bread and 
mine? If they be the figns and-repreſen- 
tations of the Body and Bloud of Chriſt, 
though they prove the truth. of his Pody 
and Bloud, yet they being figns, _—_ 
| u 
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be what they fignifie, and they not being 

what they repreſent, the gronndlefs 'con- 

trivance of Tranſubſtantiation 1s''over- 

cronit.s, Fhrown. Alſo upon Leviticus he dorh ex- 

" in Lev, preſly oppoſe it thus : Acknowledge ye that 

they are fionres, ani therefore ſpiritual, ' nit 

carnal, examine and-nnierſiand what ts ſaias - 

otherwiſe if you receive. as things carnal, -they 

will hart, bat not nouriſÞ you. For in the Goſpel 

there ts the Detter, which kills him that nnder- 

flands not ſpiritually what 4 ſaid ; for if you 

wnderſland this ſaying according to the Letter, 

Except you eat my Fleſh and'arink my Bloud, the 

Letter will kill you. Therefore as much as 

theſe words belong to: the eating and 

drinking of Chriſts Body and Bloud, they 

are to be underſtood myſtically and ſpiri- 

Mar.15. tually.. Again, writing on St. Marthew, 

he doth manifeſtly pur a difference be- 

twixt the true and immortal, and: the 

Typick and Myſtical : Body of | Chriſt : 

For the Sacrament confiſteth of | both. 

Origen That food ( ſaith he ) which is ſanttified by the 

#un)ufly word of God and Prayer, 4s far as it it materi- 

Grocke al, deſcends into the belly:and # caſt ont into 

of theſe the draught ; this he ſaith of the Typick, 
=_ ;. Which is the figure of the true Body, 

Hereticks God forbid we ſhould have any ſuch 

calcd , thoughts of the true and heavenly Body 

nitz, Of Chriſt, as they muſt that TY 
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his natural body by what Orjges calls his: 
material and Sacramental body, whichno 
man in his wits can underſtand of meer: 
accidents” INS 

IT. St. Cyprian, Biſhop of Carthage, v/ S.Cyprim 
glorious Martyr of Chriſt, wrote a fa- 42: *5*- 
mous Epiſtte to Coecilins concerning the 
. ſacred Chalice in the Lords Supper, 
whereof this is the ſum: Tef that (up E>E9.3. 
which is offered to the peaple in commemoration: 71, 7. 
of Chrift be mixt with wine ( againſt the: mes. 
opinion of the Aquarii who were for wa- 
ter only ) for i* cannot repreſent the Blond of. 
Chrift when there is no Wine inthe Cap, becauſe 
the Blond of Chriſh « expreſÞ by the Wine, 4s 
the Faithful are: underſiood by themater, But. 
the Patrons of Tranſubſtantiation have: 
neither Wine nor Water in the Chalice 
they offer; and yet without them. { eſpe- 
cially the Wine appointed by our ble{- 
ſed Saviour, and whereof Cyprian chiefly: 
ſpeaks ) the Bloud of Chriſt is not. fo: 
much as Sacramentally preſent 5 Ss far: 
was the Primitive Church from any thing. 
of believing a corporal preſence of the 
Bloud, the Wine being reduced to no»: 
thing ( that isto a meer accident without 
a ſubſtance ) for then they muſt have: 
{aid,that the Water was changed into'the: 
People, as well as the Wine into- the; 

| Bloud. 


Con.Nice. 
H.D.315, 


In afis 
#bid. 4 

Gel. Cy- 
CiF. con- 


ſcript, 
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Bloud. Bux there is no need that I ſhould 
bring many teſtimonies of that Father, 
when all his Writings do plainly declare 
that the true ſubſtance of the Bread and 
Wine isgiven in the Euchariſt, that,thac 
ſpiritual and quickning food which the 
Faithful ger from the Body and Bloud of 
Chriſt, and the mutnal Union of the 
whole People joyned into one body may 
anſwer their Type, the Sacrament which 
repreſents them. | 

12. Thoſe words of the Council of 
Nice are well known, whereby the. Faith. 
ful are called from the conſideration of 
the outward viſible Elements of Bread 
and Wine, toattend the inward and ſpi- 
ritual a of the mind, whereby Chriſt is 
ſeen and apprehended. Let ot our thoughts 
dwell bw, on that Bread and that Cup whichere 
ſet before us, but lifting up our minas by faith 
let us conſider, that on this ſacred Table tu laid 
the Lamb of God which taketh away the fins of 
the world. — And receiving truly his precious © 
Body and Bloud, let us believe theſe things to 
be the Pledges and Emblems of our Reſurretti- 
on: for we do not take much, but only. a little 
(of the Elements ) that we may be mindful, 
we ao it not for Satiety, but for Sanitification. 
Now, who is there, even among the 


Maintainers of Tranſubſtantiation, that 
| : wil 
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will underſtand this, »or. much,..bat 4 little; 
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of the Body of Chriſt 2 Or who can be-.- 
lieve that the 7yicene Fathers would call 
his Body and Bloud Symbols in a proper 
ſenſe « When, nothing can be an Image 
or a ſign of itſelf; And therefore, though 
we are not toreſt in the Elements, mind- 

. ing nothing elſe ( for we ſhould conſider 
what is chiefeſt in the Sacrament, that 
we have our hearts /ifted up anto, the Lord, 
who is given together with the figns ) 
yet Elements, they are, and. the earthly 
part of the. Sacrament, both the Bread 
and the Wine, which deſtroys Tranſub- 


ſtantiation. + 


' 13+ St. Athanaſius, famous in the time, s:. 4then- 
and preſent in the Aſſembly of the Nitene 4 2:33% 
Council, a ſtout Champion ,of the Ca- 
tholick Faith, acknowledgeth none other 
bur a ſpiritaal Manducation of the Body 


of Chriſt in the Sacrament. 09x. 


Lord ( ſaith he.) made 4. arfference 
betwixt the Fleſh and the Spirit, that 
we might underſtand, that what he 
ſaid, was not carnal, but ſpiritual. 


In illud Evengelit ; 
2 uicurg, dixeris ver- 
bun, &c. & inc. 6. 
St. Fob, qui mand 
cat 6carnem meamy Kc, 


For how many men could bu boay have fed, that 
the whole world ſhould be nouriſhed by it ? But 
therefore he mentioned his aſcenſion into heaven, 
zhat they might not take ephat he ſajd in a cor- 


poeral ſenſe, but might rn that 


hi 
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his Fleſh whereof he ſpake # a ſpiritual and 
heavenly food piven by himſelf from on high ; 


for the words that I ſpake unto you they are 


ſbirit, and they are life, as if he ſhould ſay, My 
Body which is (hewn and given for the world, 
ſhall be given in food, that it may be diſtributed 
ſpiritually to every oxe, and preſerve them all 
to the Reſurrection to eternal life. Cardinal 
Perron having nothing to anſwer to theſe 
words of this holy Father, in a kind of 
deſpair, reje&ts the whole Tractate, and 
denies if to be Htbanaſimg's, which no bo- 
dy ever did before him, there being no 
reaſon for it, fe 

14. Cyril, Biſhop of Jeruſalem, of the 
ſame Age with St. Athanaſius, treating of 
the Chriſme, wherewith they then anoin- 


'ted thoſe that were Baptized, ſpeaks 


Chatech. 
myſt. 3. 


thus : Take heed thow doft' not- think that this 
{5 a meer Oyntment only, For as the Bread of 
the Euchariſt: after the Invocation of the Holy 
Ghoft s no longer ordinary Bread, but u the 


Body of Chriſt ; ſo thus holy Oyntment tu no lon- 


cr a bare common Oynutment after it # conſe= 
crated, but us the gift or grace of Chriſt, which, 
by bis Divine Nature, and the coming. of the 
Holy Ghoſt; "is made «fficaciew 5 ſo that the 
Body is anomted. with the Oyntment, but. the 
foul is ſanitified by the holy and wivifying 
Spirit, Can any thibg more clear be {aid 2: 
| | Either 
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Either the Oyntmentis rtranſabſtaftiated 

by conſecration ihto the ſpirit'and grace 

of Chriſt, or the Bread and Wine are not 

tranſubſtantiated by Conſecration into 

the Body and Bloud of Chriſt. Therefore 

as the Oyntment retains ſtill its ſubſtance; 

and yet is not called a meer or common. 

ointment, bat the Chariſme ot grace of 

Chriſt: So the Bread and Wine temain- 

ing ſo, as to their ſubſtance, yet are not 

faid to be only Bread and Wine common 

and ordinary, but alſo the Body and , . 
| Bloud of Chriſt. Under the Type of Bread cots 
| (ſaith he ) the Body 4 given thee, and the Thy buditj 
Bloud under the type of the wines This Gro- Palate” 
decics doth captioufly and unfaithfally in- —_ _ 
terpret, under the appearances of Bread bing 
and Wine; for thoſe meer appearances _—_ 
or accidents ſubſiſting without a ſubject A 
| hever ſo much as entred into the mind of 
i any of the Ancients; LR 
| 15. Muchto the ſame purpoſe we have 

in the Azephora or Liturgy attributed to _ 
| St. Baſil; we have ſet before you the Type of $t- Biſil. 
; the Body and Bloud of (hrift, which he calls ©2:35* 
| the Breadof the Euchariſt after the Con- rib. 4« 
q ſecration, If it be the Type of the Body, 5-57. 
7 then certainly it cannot be the Body and 

nothing elſe: For (as we ſaid before ) 
nothing can be the figure of it ſelf, no 
| F 2 | more 


The Fliſtory 


more than a man can be his own Son ot 
Father, There be alſo Prayers in that Li- 
turgy, That the Bread may become the Body of 
Chriſt for the remiſſion of fins, and life eternal 
fo the receivers. Now true it 15, that to the 
faithful the Element becomes a vivifying | 
Body, becauſe they are truly partakers of | 
the heavenly bread, the Body of Chriſt: 
but to others, who either receive not, or | 
are not believers, to them the Bread may 
be the Antitype, but is not, neither 
doth become the Body of Chriſt,” for 
74 1 Without Faich Chriſt is never eaten, as is [ 
Baz. gathered from the ſame Father, | 
St.Gree- 16 St. Gregory Nyſſeze, his Brother, doth 
N-4D. clearly declare what change is wrought in 
27% the Bread and -Wine by Conſecration, 
faying, As the Altar naturally ts but common 
flone, but being conſecrated becomes an holy Ta- 
Orat, de ble, a ſpotleſs Altar', ſo the bread of the Eu- 
S.Baptiſ. charift # at firſt ordinary, but being myſteriouſ- 
ly ſacrificed, it #4, and us called the Body of 
| Chriſt, and # efficaciows to great purpoſes 3 and 
as the Prieſt ( yeſterday a Lay-man) by the Bleſ- 
ſing of Ordination, becomes a Dottor of Piet y; | 
aud a Steward of Myſteries, and though not 
changed in body or ſhape, yet ut transformed 
and made better as to his ſoul, by an inviſible 
power and grace; ſoalſo by the ſame conſequence, 
watery beins nothing but water of it ſelf, pou 
e 
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bleſt by a heavenly grace, renews the man, 
working 4 ſpiritual regeneration in him. Now 
let the Aſlertors of Tranſubſtantiation 
maintain that a Stone is - ſubſtantially 
changed into an Altar, a man into a 
Prieſt, the water in Baptiſm into an invi- 
ſible grace, or elſe that the Bread is not 
 ſochanged into the Body of Chriſt : For 
according to this Father there is the ſame 
conſequence in them all, 2 

' 17 Likewiſe St. Ambroſe explaining 5! 4nbr. 
| what manner of alteration is in the bread, © 2-33*: 
when in the Euchariſt it becomes the Bo- 
dy of Chriſt,” ſaith : Thos hadſt indeed aL 4 $4- 
being, but wert an old creature, but being now a 
Baptized or conſecrated, thou art become 4a new 
creature, The ſame change that happens 
to man in Baptiſm, happens to the Bread 
; in the Sacrament: If the nature of man 
' is not ſubſtancially altered by the new 

| Birth, no more is the bread by Conſecra- 
tion.. Man becomes by Baptiſm, ' not 
what Nature made him, but what Grace 
new-makes him ;" and zhe Bread becomes by Tbid.de 
| Conſecration, not what it was by Nature, but —_ 
what the Bleſſing conſecrates it tobe. For Na- © 
ture made only atneer man, and'made on- 
ly common bread ; but Regeneration, of 
a meer man, makes a holy man, in whom 
Chriſt dwells ſpiritually : And likewiſe 
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the Conſecration of common bread makes 
Myſtick and Sacramental bread. Yet this 
change doth not deſtroy Nature, but to 
Nature adds Grace: As is yet more 
plainly expreſt by that holy Father in the 
fore-cited place. Perhaps thou wilt ſax(ſaith 
he ) this my bread is common bread ; it is bread 
indeed before the bleſſing of the Sacrament, bus 
when it is conſecrated it becomes the Body of 
Chriſt. This we are therefore to declare, how 
can that which # bread be alſo the body of Chriſi? 
By Conſecration. And Conſecration # made 'by 
the words of our Lord, that the venerable Sa- 
crament may he perfetied. You, ſee how officact- 
e448 ts the word. of Chriſt, If' there be then ſo 
great a power in the word' of Chriſt to make the 
Bread and Wine to be what they were not, how 
mmnch greater # that power, which flill preſerwes 
them to be what they were, 4nd: yet makes them 
zo-be what they were not'? 'Therefore,, that 1 
way anſwer thee, it wai not the Foay: of: Chriſt 
before the Conſecration, but, now after the:Conr 
ſecration, i us the Body of Chriſt; ke. ſaid the 
word and it was done ; thou thy felf werk- ber 
fere, but wert an old Creatures after thoa haſt 
been conſecrajed. in Baptifus thou art become « 
reacheth, how we-are t9, underſtand; that 
the Bread is the Body: of- Chriſty” to wit, 
by ſuch a_chayge bat the' Bread and 


wo L 
Ci Los CE ATION , 0 AR PR 


of Tratiſubſtantiation. 
Wine do nor ceafe to be what: they were 
as to their ſubſtance ( for then they ſhonld 
not be what they were) and:yet by the 
Bleſſing become what before they were 
not. For ſo they are ſaid to remain ( as 
indeed they do ) what they were . by na= 
ture, that yet they.are changed by grace, 
_ , thats, they become aſſured Sacraments 
of the Body and Blond of Chriſt, and by 
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that means certain pledges of onr Juſti- _ 
fication and Redemption. Whart'is there, 


can refute more expreſly the dream of 
Tranſubſtantiarion ? WETTED, 
18. St. Chryſoflome doth alſo clearly 
diſcard and reje& this carnal Tranſub-. 
ſtantiation and eating of Chriſts. Body, 
without eating the bread. Sacraments 
(ſaith he ) ought not to be contemplated and 
confidered cannally,but with the eyes of ottr ſouls, 
thats. ſpiritually ; for fach the nature of myſte- 
7165: where obſerve the oppoſition betwixt 
carnally and ſpiritually which admits of no 
plea or reply again. uv i” Baptiſm the ſþi- 
ritual powje? of Regeneration # given to the 
material water ;  (o alſo rhe immaterial gift of 
the Body and Blond of Chriſt ts not received by 
any ſenſible corporal ation, but by the ſpiritual 
difcernment of onr faith, and. of our hearts and 
minds, Which is nomore than this, thar 
ſenfible things are. called. by the name of 
PIER - 7 thole 


St.Chryſ. 
A.D.399. 


Hom.4s. 
in St, Foh, 


[uid 
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thoſe ſpiritual things which they ſea] and 
fignifie.- Bur he ſpeaks more plainly in 
his Epiſtle to Ceſari#w ;' where he teacheth 
that in this Myſtery, there' is not in the 
bread a ſubſtantial, but a Sicramen- 
tal change; according to the which, 
the outward 'Elements take the 
name of what they repreſent, and are 
changed in ſuch a ſort, that they ſtill re- 

MEp..4 Tain' their former natural ſubſtance. The 
Cziar:' bread ( faith he ) 4 made worthy to be honou- 
1 poof red with the name of the Fleſh of Chriſt, by the 

' + . conſecration of the Prieſt, yet the Fleſh retains 
the proprieties of it's incorruptible nature, as 
the brend doth its natural ſubſtance. Before the 
bread'be ſanitified we call it bread ; but whe 
zt u conſecrated by the divine grace, it deſerves 
zo be called the Lords Body, though the ſubſtance 
of the bread” ſtill remainis. W hen Bellarmine 
could” not anſwer” this teſtimony of that 
Great Door, he thought it enough to 

a r.d deny,that this Epiſtle is:St, (hryſoſtoms (4) 
Euc?.*- but both he and (b) Poſſevis do vainly 
dra- contend that it is not extant among the 
per-CMr)l. works 'of Chryſoſloms, For beſides that at 
eSteph. Florence (c ) and elſe where ir was to be 
«1"] (Saga found among them, it'is cited jn the Col. 
Pix 2ſ.rt. Jeftions againſt the Severians which are in 
5, the verſion of Tyrrianw the Feſuit, ih the 
fourth Tome of Artiq.” lefFionym Of Henry 


of 'Tranſubſtantiation. FE: 

Caniſius, and in the end of the book of 
Toh. | Damaſcenus againſt the Acephali.. I 
bring another Teſtimony out of zbe imper- 
feff work on St. Matthew, written either 
by St. Chryſoftsme, or ſome other ancient 
Author; a Book in this: at leaſt very Qr- 
thodox, and not: corrupted by the A4rr:- 

835. Intheſe ſantlified weſſels, ( ſaith he ) the 
true body of Chriſt is not contaived, but the My- 
fery of his Boay, TI0S ns TOR | 
19. Which alſo hath been ſaid by 
St. Auſtin. aboye a thouſand times ; but s. 4uftin. 
out of ſo -many almoſt numberleſs :places 42-490. 
I ſhall chyſe only three, which are as the 
ſum of all the reſt, You are not to eat this Bo-| P14. 
dy which you ſee, nor drink this Bloud: which: my * * 
Crucifiers ſhall ſhed, 1 have left yoti 4 Sacrunzent 
which, ſpiritually underſtood, will vivifie-you. 
Thus St. Auſti» rehearſing the! words. of 
Chriſt again ; 1f Sacraments had not ſome Epiſt.:z. 
reſemblance with thoſe things whereof they are © Iu 
Sacraments, they could not be Sacraments at all. 
From this reſemblance they often take the names 
of what they repreſent. Therefore as the.Sa- 
cramenit of Chriſts body is is ſome ſort his body 5 
fo the Sacrament of Faith, is faith alſo, To the 
ſame ſenſe is what he writes againſt Maxi- $,,, x... 
minw the arrian. We mind in the Sacraments, 1.3.c.. 
ot what they are, but what they ſhew z for 
they are figns, which are one thing and fignifie 
FE! 3. worn another, 
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another, And in another place ſpeaking of 
the Bread and Wine. Left mo mar look to 
what they are, but ts what they fignifie, for our 
Loyd was pleaſed to ſay, this is my Body, when 
he gave the ſion of ' his body. This paſſage of 
Ste) Awuſits is fo clear, that it admits of no 
evaſion nor no.:denial. - For if the Sacra- 
meats are one thing,-and ſignifie another, 
then they are not- fo. changed into what 
they ſignifle, as that after that change 
they ſhould be no more what they were. 
The water is changed 'in baptiſm as the 


- Bread and Wine'in the Lords Supper, but 


all thar'is changed. is 'nor preſently abo- 


" liſhed by Teanfubſtantiated,” 'For as the 


S1.Proſp. 
A-D. 430, 


"3 > 


waterremains entire in Baptiſm; ſo do the 
Bread and'Wine in the'Encharift. 

-897"SH, Proſper, Orthodox inall things, 
who-twyed almoſt: ia” the time: of - 4afrm 


'reacheth, Thar the Euchariſt orfiſteth' of 
ts 8hings, the wifible appearance” of the Ele-- 


Sent.Proſ. 1nanhy af the inviſible Fleſh and Blond" of our 


diſt. 2.de 
corf: cap. 


hoc eft. 


B. Theg- 
deoret 7. 


S499 Chiſt, (that is, the Sacrament, and 
ovate of the Sarrament .) as the pron off 
ChyifÞ is both God ani Man. Who but the in- 
fanious Heretick: Euryrhes would ſay thar 
Cheiſt, as God, was fubſtantially changed 
Mnto-fran; or as 'man,” into-God'? IB 
2K, 'Uport this fubjeR, nothing can be 
more'clear than this of es we 
hv | | earn 


of Franſubſt mutation. T7 
learn what the Primitive: Church believes 
in this matter, Our Sawionr, in the Inffitus Dil. 1, 
tion of the Euchariſt, changed the names of 
things, -gtving to his body the name of its Sx- 
crament, and to the Sacrament the name of his 
Body, Now. this was done for this reaſon} _ 
as he ſaith, har they that ave partakers of the 


Divine 14yſteries, might not mind the 'nattre 


of: what-they: ſre, but by the. change of names, 
might believe that change which is wroug a by 
Grace, For he that called what (by ater} is h 
body, heat aud "Bread y "he alfo honoured 'the 
Elements und. Sipis with the ts of his Body 


' 4nd Bloudy' wot changing aphat is ater dP vat 


adding. Giuce tit. He therefore reachetlt 
that ſuch an-alteration is:wronghr. inthe 
Elements;:that ſtill their nature arid ſub= 
ftance.continues, as he explains *more 
plainly afrerwards,' 'For when the 'Hefe: * 
tick thatRands fot Ewiichins, had ſaid; a 
the Sacratntnt of the Lords Body and Ball ure 
oe thing before 'nhe Prayer uf the Prieff;" . and 
«ftermards' being changed,” becoine anothvs ; = 
alſo. the. Body of 'onr. Lori: after his afcentivn is 
changed. into the ' divine fubſhanee and* wathbe 
GCaccording to the Tenet of the Tranfeb- 
ftantiatorithis Eutychian Argument is-irre- 
fragable,r-bur') Catholick Antiquity an- 
ſwers ic thus: Thow are entangled inthe nets of 


Dal, 


thine ——— for the blements or Myſtic 


Ts 
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fon depart mot from their nature after Conſe- 
cration, but remain in their former. ſubſtance, 
form, and kind, aud can be ſeen and toucht as 
much a4 before ; and yet withal- we underſtand 
lſo what they become now they are changed. 
Compare therefore the Copy with the Original, 
end thou ſhalt ſee their likeneſs. For « fioure 
waſh 21ſwer to the truth. That body hath the 
ſame form, 4nd fills the ſame ſpace as before, 
gnd in 4 word is the ſame ſubſtance ; but after 
zts reſurrettion, it is become immortal, &Cc, 
All this and much more.js taught by Theo- 
doret, who aſſiſted at the univerſal Coun- 
Cils of Epheſus and Cbalcedon. It is an idle 
Exception. which is made by. ſome in the 
Church of Zome,-;as though by the nature 
and ſubſtance of the Elements, which 
are ſaid to remain, Theodorer. had .under- 


Exch.c.27 ftood the nature and ſubſtance of: the ac» 
cidents, (as Cardinal Bellarmine;is plea- 


ſed to ſpeak moſt abſurdly:; but the whole 
context doth, ſtrongly refute this gloſs, 
for. Theodoret joytis.\. together nature, ſub- 
ſtance, form, and figure , and indeed, what 
Anſwer could they have given to.the Exty- 
chian Argument, if.the ſubſtance of the 
bread being annihilated after the Canſe- 
cration, the accidents only:remain 2: Or 
did Chriſt ſay concerning the accidents 
of the Bread and Wine, theſe accidents 
Ales 
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of Tranſubſtantiation. 

are, or. this accident is my body ? But 
(though we have not that liberty, yer 
the Inventors of Tranſubſtantiation ma 

when they pleaſe make a Creator of 2a 
Creature, ſubſtances of accidents, acci- 
dents of ſubſtances, and any thing out of 
any thing. But ſure they are too immo- 


. deſt and uncharitable, who, to elude the 


authority of ſo famous and ſo worthy 


| a Father as Theodoret, alledge that he was 


accuſed of ſome errours in the Council of 
Epheſws, though he repented afterwards, 
as they themſelves a re forced to confeſs, 
Fain wou:d they if they could get ont at 
this door, when they cannot deny that he 
affirmed, that the Elements remain in 
their natural ſubſtance.as he wrote in the 
Dialogues which he compoſed againſt the 
Entychian Hereticks, with the applauſe 
and approbation of the Catholick 
Church. And indeed the evidence of this 


truth hath compelled ſome of our Adver- 


faries to yield that Theodoret is of our fide. 
For in the Epiſtle before the Dialogues of 
Theodoret in the Rowan Edition, ſet forth 
by Stephen Nic!linw, the Popes Printer, in 
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the year 1547, it is plainly ſet down. That Praf.in 


in what concern'd Tranſubllantiation his opinion 
Was not wery ſound, but that he was to be ex» 
euſed, becauſe the Church ( of Rome) had made 
a0 dccree about it, | 22, With 
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$t.Gelaſ. 3 22.'With Theodoret we may joyts Gelafiny; 
4.479, 0 who! ( whether he were Biſhop of Re of 


no)}as Bellarmine confefſeth, was of the fame 
age-and opinion as te,and therefore' a wits 
neſs ancient and credible enough. He wrote 
againſt Earyches-and Neſtoriia, concerning 
the two natures in Chriſt, in this man- 
ner. Doxbtleſs, the Sacrament of the Body and 
Bloud of Chriſt which we recetve; u a very di- - 
vine thing, whereby we are made partakers of 
the. divine natare ; and yet it doth w0t ceaſe to 
be' Bread and. wine, by ſubſtante and natnre: 
Aud indeed, the image and reſemblance of the 
Body and Blond of Chriſt # celebrated is this 
myſterio action. By thu therefove we fee 1a. 
nifeſtly enough, that we muſt believe that tobe 
ty Chriſt, which we believe to be in ha Satra- 
went, that, as by the perfetting wvertut of the 
Holy Ghoſt, it becomes a divine ſubſtance, and 
yet: remains in the propriety of its nature ; ſo 
this great Myſtery the Intarnation; of whoſe 
power and efficacy this is a lively image doth de- 
monſtrate that there is one intire and trite Chriſt, 
confiſting of two natures, which yet properly 
remain anchanzed. It doth plainly appear 
out of theſe words, that rhe change 
wraught in the Sacrament 1s not ſubſtan> 
tial; for firſt, the ſanified Elements 
are ſo made the Body and Bloud of 
Chriſt, that ſtill they continue to be, by 
Eh Y. nature 
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nature, Bread and Wine. Secondly, The: 
Bread and Wine retain their natural pro« 

erties, as allo the twonatures in Chriſt, 
i.aſtly, The Elements are (aid to become 
a divine ſubſtance, becaule. while we re-. 
ceive them, we are made'/partakers of-the 
Divine Nature. by the Body. and ;Bloud 
. of Chriſt, which are given tous. Thefe 
things being fo, their blindneſs is to be 
deplored who ſee not that they bring 
again into the Church -of. Rowe the ſame 
Error which Antiquity: piouſly and lear- 
nedly condemned in the Eet1chians. And 
as for their thread-bare obje&tion 
to this, That by the ſubſtance of BY loca Oftar. Baron. 
Bread and wine, the true ſubſtance it orig + Gelifi on 
ſelf is not to be underſivod, but only B.B. Patrum. 

the nature and eſſence of the acci- 
dents, it iS a@ very ſtrange and very: poot 
ſhifc. There.is a great deal more of com- 
mendation due to. the ingenuity of Car- 1 colbg, 
dinal Contarenu, who yielding, to, the evi- £4%%- 


Ap -” &i$a% 
dence of: truth, anſwered nothing to this 
plain Teſtimony of Gelaſirs. St Cyril 


23. Now I add.Cyril of Alexandria, who Y,ft* - 


ſaid, That-the Body and Blond: of Chriſt in the. cil of Calc 
Sacrament are received only by. a. pure faith; as <4. 

: © ' . ” . 4An.450, 
we read in that Epiſtle againſt Neſtorine;. rarer rg. 


which fix hundred Pathers approved and; Cyr. is 
confirmed in the Council of Chalcedon, 1 © = 


OMIt Art, 5, 
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omit to mention the other Fathers of this. 
Age, though many things in' their Wri- 
tings be as contrary to Tranſubſtantiation 
and the independency of accidents as any 
T have hitherto cited, _ "5 5 Ol 
Ephrem. 24. 1 come now to the Sixth Century, 
"*- 54% about the middle whereof Ephrem, Pa- 
triarch of Antioch, wrote a Book, which 
pede. Was read and commended by Photizs, con- 
hot.is 5466 aim: | 
Bilt, Cerning ſacred Conſtitutions and Cere- 
n.:29. monies againſt the Extzchians ; therein, 
that he might prove the Hypoſtatical 
Union, that in Chriſt there is no con- 
fuſion of natures, but that each retains 
its own ſubſtance and properties, he 
brings the compariſon. of the Sacramental 
Union, and denies that there ſhould be. 
any converfion of one ſubſtance intoano- 
ther in the Sacrament; No man (ſaith he). 
that hath any reaſon will ſay that the zature of. 
the palpable, and impalpable,” and the ature 0 
the wifible and inviſible is the ſame. For ſo the 
Body of Chriſt which is received by the faithfal, 
remains in its own ſubſtances and yet withal ti 
united to a ſpiritual grace, and ſo Baptiſm, 
thourh it becomes wholly ſpiritual, yet it loſeth' 
wot the ſenſible property of its ſubſtance ( that's 
water ) neither doth it ceaſe to be what it wad 
made by graces 


Ibid. 
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25. It is not very long ſince the works 
of Facundia, an African Biſhop, were Prin- 
ted at Pars, but he lived in the ſame Cen- 
tury. Now what his Doctrine was againſt 
 Tranſubſtanriation, as alſo of the Church 
in his time, is plainly to be ſeen by thoſe 
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words of his, which I here tranſcribe, 


The Sacrament of Adoption may be called 
Adoption, as the Sacrament of the Body and 


Lip 9.6.5, 


Bloud of Chriſt, conſecrated in the Bread and” 


Wine ts ſaid to be his Body and Bloud; mot 
that his Body be Bread, or his Bloud wine, 
but becauſe the Bread and Wine are the 
Sacrament of” hu Body and Blind, and therefore 
ſo called by Chriſt, when he gave them 10 his 
Diſciples. Sirmondus the Feſuit hath writ 
Annotations on Facundu: ; but when he 
came to this place he had nothing to ſay, 
bur that the Bread is no Bread, bur only 
the likeneſs and appearance of' Bread : 
An opinion ſo unlike that of Facundus 


that it ſhould not have been Fathered up- | 


on him, by a learned and ingenuous man, 
as Sirmondus would be thought to be, For 
he cannot ſo much as produce any one of 
the ancient Fathers that ever made men- 
tion of accidents ſubſfiſting withont a ſub- 
jeR, ( called by him the appearances of 
Bread.) And as for his thinking, That 


feme would take the expreſſions of Facundus ro 
G be 
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be ſomewhat uncouth and obſcure, how un- 

juſt and injurious it 1s to that learned 
Father may eaſily be obſerved by any. 
1d. Hiſp. 26. 1ſidore, Biſhop of Hiſþal, about the 
423% begining of the Seventh Century, wrote 
1 7.de thus concerning the Sacrament, Becasſe 
of 't. the bread flrengthens our body, therefore 3t is 
called the Boay of Chriſt, and becauſe the Wine 

5 made bloud, therefore the Blogd of Chriſt is 
expreſſed by it. Now theſe two are viſible, but 

yet being ſanitified by the Holy Spirit, they be- 

come the Sacraments of the. Lords Body. For 

the Bread which we break # the Boay of Chriſt, 

who ſaid, I am the Bread of life; and the Wine 

& hu Bloud, as it « written, I am the trac 

Vine, Behold, ſaith .he, they become a 
Sacrament, not the ſubſtance of the Lords 

Body ; for the Bread and Wine «which 

feed our Fleſh cannot be ſubſtantially, nor 

be ſaid to be the Body and Bloud of 
Chriſt, but Sacramentally, they are ſo as 
certainly, as that they are ſo called, Bur 

this he declares yet more clearly, Lib. 6. 

Etymol. cap. 19. For as the wiſible ſubſtance of 

Bread and wine nouriſh the outward man ; ſo 

the word of Chriſt, who 4 the bread of Life, 
refreſheth the ſouls of the faithful being re- 

ceived by Faith, Theſe words were record- 

ed and preſerved by Bertram the Prieſt, 

when as in the Editions of 7ſidore, they 

are now left our, 27.And 


of Tranſubſtantiation. $2 


.. 27, And the ſam kind of expreſſions as 

thole of 1/idorws were alſo uſed by Venera»' Ven Bede 
ble. Zeile our Country-man, who lives in ©*7** 
the Eighth Century, In his Sermon upon 77": © 
the Epiphany z of whom wealſotake theſe **" 
two teſtimonies following : 7» the room of Com. in| 
rhe fleſh and bloud of the Lamb Chrift ſubſtituted -**** | 
the Sacrament of bis Body and Blond, inthe | 
figure of Bread aud Wine. Allo, At Sapper he _ M 
gave to hu Diſciples the figure of his holy Body © 
and Bloud, Theſe utterly deſtroy Tran- 
ſubſtantiation, ES] 

28, In the ſame Century, Charles the Car.Meg. 
Great wrote an Epiſtle to our Alcuinus, © 77 
wherein we find theſe words, Chriſt, at xy. ad 41- 
Supper broke the bread to his Diſciples, and like» cu.de ra- 
wiſe gave them the Cup, in figure of his Body *'""* 
and Bloud, and ſo left to withis great Sacrament 
for our bexefit, If it was the figure of his 
body, it could not be the Body itſelf: 
Indeed, the Body of Chriſt is given in the 
Euchariſt, but to the faithful only,and that 
by means of the Sacrament of the Conſe- 
crated bread, - | 

29. But now, about the beginning of 
the Ninth Century, ſtarted up Paſchafiws, p,j;. 

a Monk of (vrbie, who firſt ( as ſome ſay, 4.D.8:8. 

whoſe Judgment I follow not ) among _. , 

the Latizes, taught that Chriſt was Con- = pt 

ſubſtantiated, or rather incloſed in the {arg £b:4- 
G 2 Bread. 
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Bread & corporally united to it in the Sa- 
crament; for as yet there was no thoughts 
of the Tranſubſtantiation of Bread, But 
theſe new ſorts of expreſſions not agree- 
ing with the Catholick Dodrine, and the 
Writings of the ancient Fathers, had 
few or no Abettors before the Eleventh 
Century. Andin the Ninth, whereof we 
now treat, there were not wanting learn- 
ed men ( as Amalarins, Archdeacon of 
Triars : Rabanus, at firſt Abbot of Fulda, 
and afterwards Archbiſhop of Aerts ; 
Fohn Erigena, an Engliſh Divine , walafri- 
ans Strabo,' 4 German Abbots Ratramus or 
Bertramns, firſt Prieſt of Corbie, afterwards 
Abbot of oOrbec in Framces and many 
more ) who by their Writings oppoſed 
this new Opinion of Paſcafius, or of ſome 
others rather, 'and delivered to Poſterity 
the Dodrine of the Ancient Church. 
Yet we have'ſomething more to ſay con- 
cerning Paſchaſins, whom Bellarmine and 
Sirmondnus eſteemed ſo highly, that the 

were not aſhamed to ſay, that he was the 


firſt that had writ to the purpoſe concern- 


ing the Etichariſt, and that he had ſo 


explained the meaning of the Church, 


that he had ſhewn and opened the way 


to all them who treated of that ſubject 


after him, Yet in that whole Book of 
Paſchaſins, 


of Tranſubſtantiation. 


Paſchaſius, there is nothing that favours 
the Tranſubſtantiation of the Bread, or 
1ts deſtruction or removal. Indeed, he 
aſſerts the truth of the Body and Bloud 
of Chriſts being in the Euchariſt, which 
Proteſtants deny not; he denies that the 
Conſecrated Bread is a bare figure, a re- 
. Preſentation void of truth, which Pro- 
teſtants aſſert not. But he hath many 
things repugnant to Tranſubſtantiation, 
which ( as I have ſaid ) the Church of 
Rome it ſelf had not yet quite found out. 
I ſhall mention a few of them, Chri/ (ſaith 
he ) left us this Sacrament, a viſible fignre 
aud charatter of his Body and Bloud, that by 
them our Spirit might the better embrace ſpirt- 
tral and inviſible things, and be more fully fed 
by Faith, Again, We muſt receive our ſpiritual 
Sacraments with the mouth of the Soul, and 
the taſte of Faith, Item. Whilſt therein we 
ſawonur nothing carnal, bat we being ſpiritual, 
and underſtanding the whole ſpiritually, we re- 
main in Chriſt, And a little after, The fleſh 
and bloud of Chriſt are received ſpiritually. And 
again, To ſavorr according to the fleſh, is 
aeath , and yet to recerve ſþiritnally the true 
Fleſh of Chriſt, 4 life eternal. Laſtly, The 
Fleſh and bloud of Chriſt are not received car- 
aally, bat ſpiritually, In theſe he teacheth, 
that the Myſtery of the Lords Supper is 


G 3 not, 
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not, and ought not to be underſtood car- 


nally bur ſpiritually, and that this dream 
of corporal and oral Tranſubſtantiation 
was unknown to the Ancient Church, 
As for what hath been added to this 
Book, by the crafr (without doubt) of 
fome ſuperſtitious forgerer, ( as Eraſmus 
complains that ir too frequently happens 
to the Writing of the Ancients, it is 
Fabulous, as the viſible appearing of the 
Body of Chriſt in the-form of an Infant 


_ with fingers of raw fleſh, ſuch ſtuff isun- 


Amal. An. 
8:0, 


Pref. in 
libr de 
Eczcl. $017 


worthy to be Fathered on Paſchaſius, who 
profeſt that he delivered-no other Doctrin 
concerning the Sacrament, than that 


which he had learned out of the Ancient 


Fathers, and not from idle and uncertain 
ſtories of Miracles, ED 

30, Now it may be requiſite to pro- 
duce the teſtimony of thoſe Writers be- 
fore mentioned to have written in this 
Century. 1z all that Twrite ( ſaith Amala- 
rius) 1 am ſwayed by the Judgment of holy 
men 4nd pious Fathers s, yet I ſay what 1 think 
my ſelf. Thoſe things that are done in the Cele- 
bration of Divine Service, are done 1n the Sa- 
crament of the Paſſion of our Lord as he bimſelf 
commanaed, Therefore the Prieſt offering the 
Bread, with the Wine and Water in the Satra- 
ment, doth it in the ſ{e:d of Chrift, and the 
_ eu Bigaa, 


Pn Pt hon arr ew 
yy. 
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Bread, Wine, aud water in the Sacrament re- 
preſent the Fleſh and Bloud of Chriſt, For $4- , 
craments are ſomewhat to reſemble thoſe things 
whereof they are Sacraments. Therefore let the 
Prieſt be like unto (hriſt, as the Bread and Li- 
quors are like the Body and Bloud of Chriſt. Such 
24 in ſome manner the immolation of the Prieſt 
on the Altar, as was that of Chriſt on the 
Croſs, Again, The Sacrament of the Body of 
Chriſt, t in ſome manner the, Boay of Chriſt : 
For Sacraments ſhould not be Sacraments, if in 
ſome things they had not the likeneſs of that 
whereof they are Sacraments: Now by reaſon 
of thu mutaal likeneſs, they oftentimes are cal- 
led by what they repreſent, Laſtly, Sacraments 
bave the wertue to bring us to thoſe things 
whereof they are Sacraments. Theſe things 
Writ Amalarins according to the Exprefſſ- 
ons of St, Auſtin, and the DoGrine of the 


pureſt Church. 


31. Rabanus Marrus, 4 great Doctor of Kar. | 
o It 


this Age, who could. hardly be matcht either Ro 


in Italy or in Germany, publiſhe this his 4e $Scripe. 
open Confeſſion : Our bleſſed Saviour would —_ 
have the Sacrament of his Body and Bloud, to acaur. de 


be received by the mouth of the Faithful, and to Init. Cer, 
4 4646 


. 


become their nouriſhment, that by the viſible 
body, the effeits of the inviſible might be 
known : For as the material Food feeds the 


body ontwardly, and makes it to grow, ſo the 
4 Word 
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word of God doth inwardly nouriſh and 
ſtrengthen the ſoul, Alſo, He would have the 
Sacramental Elements to be made of the fruits 
of the earth,that as he, who # God inviſible, ap- 
peared viſible in our Fleſh, and mortal to 
fave us mortals, ſo he might by a thing wiſible 
fitly repreſent to us athing invili ble. Some re- 
ceive the Sacred Sion at the Lords Table to their 
Salvation, and ſome to their Raine ; but the 
thing ſignified # life to eVery man, and death 
to none; whoever receives it ts united as a mem- 
ber to Chriſt the head inthe Kingdom of Hea= 
ven ; for the Sacrament us one thing, and the 
efficacy of it another : For the Sacrament # re- 
cerved with the month, but the grace thereof 
feeas the inward man, And a the firſt is 
gurned into our ſubſtance when we cat tt and 
" drink it, ſo are we made the Body of Chriſt when 
we live proufty ana obediently. Therefore 
the Faithful do well and truly receive the body of 
Ove, if they neglect not to be bis members, 
2d they are made the Body of Chriſt if they will 
Zoe of his Spirit. All theſe agree not in the 
leaſt with the new Doctrine of Rome, and 
as little with thar opinion they attribute 
G 3tain, FO Paſchaſims, and therefore he is rej: ted 
4. :02." gs erroneous by ſome Komiſh Authors, who 
41n1 Tbo. 
11, Writ four and ſix hundred years after him: 
4.1459. But they ſhould have conſidered that they 
condemned not only Rb2nr, but together 
with 


of Tranſubſtantiation. 8g 

with him all the Doctors of the Primitive 
Church. | me = 

32. Johannes Erigena our Country-man, 5b.erig. 
(whom King Alfred took to be his,and his 4-5. 
Childrens Tutor, and to credit the new 
founded Univerſity of @xford) while he 
lived in France, where he was in great 
eſteem with Charles the Bald,wrote | 
(a) a Book concerning the Body « That Book _— 
and Bloud of our Lord, to the {9%7 5 1x. ws 


{ame purpoſe as Rabants, and hundred years after 
back'd it with clear Teſtimonies *y *< maintainers 
wha of Tranſubltantiati= 
of Scripture and of the Holy Fa- 
chets. But entring himſelf into 
the Monaſtery of Malmibary, as he was 
| interpreting the Book of Dyoniſizs abour 
the heavenly Hierarchy, ( which hetran- 
flared into Latine) and withal cenſuring 
the newly- hatcht Doctrine of the Carnal wes 
Preſence of Chriſt in the Euchariſt, he s.;. 
was ſtabb'd (5) with Pen.knives by ſome haps 
unworthy Schollars of his, ſet on by cer- or 
tain Monks ; though not long after, he © Main. 


nton, 


| | de ge{it 
was by ſome (c) others numbred among Pte 
Holy Martyrs. L.2, 


JJ. Walafridus Strabo, about the ſame "_ S1Irg, 
time wrote on this manner. Therefore in j;. |c1u; 
that Laſt Supper whereat Chriſt was with his Ec £16. 
Diſciples before he was betrayed ; after the ſo- 
temnitics ef the ancient Paſſeover, he gave to 

[is 


Bertram 
Prieſt and 
- Abbot, 
A860, 
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his Diſciples the Sacrament of his Body and 
Bloud in the ſubſtance of Bread and Wine, 
— and inſtrutted us to paſs from carnal to 
ſpiritual things, from earthly to heavenly things, 


and from ſhadows to the ſubſtance. 
24 As for the opinion of Bertram,other- 


wiſe called Ratrammnu, Or Ratrammus, per- 
haps not rightly,-it is known enough by 
that Book which the Emperour Charles the 
Bald( who loved and honoured him, as all 
good men did, for his great learning and 
piety ) commanded him to write concern- 
ing the Body and Bloud of our Lord, 
For when men began to be diſturbed at 
the Book of Paſchaſius, ſome {aying one 
thing, and ſome another, the Emperour 
being moved by their diſputes propound- 
ed himſelf two queſtions to Bertram. 
1. Whether, what the Faithful ear in the 
Church, be made the Body and Bloud of 
Chriſt in Figure and in Myſtery ? 2, Or 
whether that natural body which was 
born of the Virgin Mary, which ſuffered, 
died, and was buried, and now fitteth on 
the right hand of God the Father, be it 
ſelf dayly received by the mouth of the 
Faithful in the Myſtery of the Sacra- 
ment? The firſt of thele Bertramreſolved 
Afﬀfirmatively, the ſecond Negatively, 
and (aid, that there was as great a diffe- 

7 rence 
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rence betwixt thoſe two bodies,as betwixt 

the earneſt and that whereof ir is the ear- 

neſt, 1t is evident ( ſaith he ) that that Bread Lib. de 
axd Wine are figuratively the Body and Bloud m__ 
of Chriſt. — According to the ſubflance of the —_ = 
Elements, they are after the Conſecration what 1644. 
they were before, — For the Bread is not Chriſt ©" *: 
ſubſtantially. — If thu myſtery be not doxe in 

a figure, it cannot well be called a Myſtery, 

—— The Wine alſo which ts made the Sacrament 

of the Bload of (hriſt by the Conſecration of 

the Prieſt, ſhews one thing by its outward ap- 
pearance and contains another inwardly, For 

what u« there viſible in its outſide but only the 
ſubfance of the Wine ? Theſe things are changed, 

but z0t according to the material part, and by 

thu change they are not what they truly appear 

to be, but are ſome thing elſe beſides what u# 

their proper being : For they are made ſpiritually 

the Body and Bloud of Chriſt z not that the Ele- 
ments be two different things, but in one reſpett 

they are, as they appear, Bread and Wine, and 

in another the Body and Bloud of Chriſt. 

-— Hence, arcerding to the wiſible Creature 

they feed the boay, but according to the wertue 

of a more excellent ſubſtance they nouriſh and 
fanttifie the ſouls of the Faithful, T hen ha- 

ving brought many Teſtimonies of holy 
Scripture and the ancient Fathers to con- 

firm this, he ar 1aſt prevents thar Ca- 

Ts lumny 
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lumny which the followers of Paſchaſiva 
did then lay on the Orthodox, as though 
they had taught that bare ſigns, figures, 
and ſhadows, and not the Body and 
Bloud of Chriſt were given in the Sacra- 
ment, Let it not be thought ( ſaith he ) be- 
cauſe we ſay this, that therefore the Body and 
Bloud of Chriſt are not received in the Myſtery 
of the Sacrament, where Faith apprehenas 
what it believes, and not what the eyes ſee ;, for 
thu meat and drink are ſpiritual, feed the ſoul 
ſpiritually, and entertain that life whoſe falneſs 
z eternal... For the queſtion is not ſimply 
about the real truth, or the thing figni- 
fied being preſent, without which it could 
not be a Myſtery, but about the falſe rea- 
lity of things ſubſiſting in imaginary 
appearances, and about the Carnal Pre- 
{ence. : 
Tndex lib. 35. All this the Fathers of Trexr, and 
prob.in f- the Romſh Inquiſitors could not brook, 
ne Cont: and therefore they utterly condemn- 
thor. Pape Ed Bertram, and put his Book in the 
e<-4m Catalogue of thoſe that are forbidden, 
© But the Profeſſors of Doway judging this 
proceeding much too violent, and there- 
fore more like to hurt than to advance the 
Roman'Cauſe, went another and more 
cunning way to work, and had the appro- 
bation of the Licencers of Books, _ 
rhe 
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the Authors of the Belgick Index expurga- Index ex- 
zorius. That Book of Bertram (ſay they ) ha- 97; 5%: 

juſſu & 
wing been already Printed ſeveral times, read yiuhor. 
by many, and knows to all by its being forbid- Fit 2. 
den, may be ſuffered and uſed after it us corre- — 
Hed ; for Bertram was a Catholick Prieſt and baniducis 
a Monk in the Monaſtery of Corbie, eſteemed ©9"cio 
' and belvved by Charles the Bald. And being y.;q 
we bear with many errors in Ancient Catholick Bert. 
Anthors, and leſſen, and excuſe them, and by 
ſome cunning device (behold the good 
mens fidelity !) often deny them, and give a 
more commodiows ſenſe, when they are objefted 
70 114 in our diſputes with our Adverſaries ; we 
do not ſee why Bertram ſhould wot alſo be 
amended and uſed with the fame Equity, leſt 
Hereticks. caſt us in the teeth, that we burn 
and ſuppreſs thoſe Records of Antiquity that 
make for them: And, as we alſo fear, leſt, not 
only Hereticks, but alſo tut born Catholicks read 
the Book with the more preeaineſs, and cite it 
with the more confidence becauſe it is forbidden, 
and ſo it doth more harm by being prohibited 
than if it was left free. What patch then 
will they ſow to amend this in Bertram ? 

Thoſe things that differ are not the ſame ; that 
Boay of Chriſt which died and roſe again, and is 
become immortal, dies no more, being eternal 
and impaſſable: But that which # celebrated in 
the Church, # temporal, mot eternal ; #& cor- 


ruptible, 
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ruptible, and not incorruptible. To this lat 
mentioned paſſage, they give a very com- 


modious ſenſe, namely, that it ſhould be 
wnder ſtood of the corruptible ſpecies of the Satra- 


ment, or of the Sacrament it ſelf, and the uſe 
of it, which will laſt zo longer than this world: 
If this will nor do, it may not be amiſs to 
leave it all out; to blot out -4/ibly, and 
write viſibly. And this, what the Crea- 
zures were in ſubſlance before the Conſecration, 
they are ſtill the ſame after it, muſt be under- 
ſtood, according to the outward appearances, 
that iS, zhe accidents of the Bread and Wint. 
Though they confeſs that then Bertraw knew 
nothing of thoſe accidents ſubſiſting without a 


ſubſtance, and many other things which this 


latter age hath added out of the Scriptures with 
as great truth zs ſubtilty, How much eaſter 
had it been at one ſtroke to blot out the 
whole Book * And ſo make ſhort work 
with it, as the Spaxiſþ Inquifitors did in 
Index ex- their Index expurgat. Let the whole Epi- 
Aa file (ſay they ) of Udalricus, Biſhop of 


4 


Quiroge, AuSburg be blotted out, cencerning the ſingle 


Card & life of the Clergy; and let the whole Book of 
4 Bertram zhe Prieſt, about the Body and Blond of 
fine. the Lord, be ſuppreſt. What is this, bur, as 
Arneb.t 3, CArnobius (aid againſt the Heathen, zo #- 
rercept publick Recoras, and fear, the Teſtimony 
of the Truth? For, as for that which 


Sixtms 


PSI. 


gerus Abbas Lobienſis, we have alſo an an- 
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Sixtus Senenfis, and Poſſevin affirm, That ixr.5:x. 
that Book of the Body and Bloud of the ?'#f- i 
: - ; Bibl.Sanc. 

Lord was writ by Oecolampadixs under the pygry. 
name of Bertram, it is fo great an un- Prol. in 
truth, thata greater cannot be found, 724-54: - 

36. We are now come to the tenth 
Century, wherein, beſides thoſe many 
Sentences of Catholick Fathers againſt 
Jnnovaters in what concerns «the Body 
and Bloud of Chriſt, colleted by Her:- — 


cient Eaſter Homily in Saxox- Engliſh, which Hom.Paſc. 
. . Angi.Sax. 

then uſed to be read publickly in our 3,0: 

Churches: out of which we may gather inpreſſe 


what was then the Doctrine received CN 
amongſt us, touching this Point of Reli- pubt.caxe. 
v10n ; butchiefly out of that part where- 4644.84. 
in are ſhewn many differences betwixt the 
natural Body of Chriſt and the Confecra- | 

ted Hoſt. For thus it teacheth the people, 

There ts a great difference betwixt that body 
wherein Chriſt ſuffered and that wherein the 


Hoſt ts conſecrated. That Body, wherein Chriſt 


ſuffered was born of the Virgin Mary, con- 


fiſting of bloud and bones, 5kin and nerves, 
humane members, and a rational ſoul : But bis 


ſpiritual body which we call the Hoſt, is made of 


many united grains of cory, and hath neither 
bloud nor bones, neither members mor ſoul. 
Afterwards, The Body of Chriſt, which once 

aied 
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died and roſe again, (hall die no more, but re- 


mains eternal and inpaſſible - but thu Hoſt is 


Homil.$4- 
cerd. Sy- 
70d. impr. 
Lond. cum 
Hom1l. 
Paſchali. 


temporal and corraptible, divided into parts 
broken with the teeth, and ſwallowed down into 
the flomach, Laſtly, this Myſtery # a. pledge 
and a figure : The body of Chrift w that very 
truth. what is ſeen #bread, but what # ſpiri- 
znally underſtood is life, There is allo another 
Sermon of Biſhop w#/finws to the Clergy, 
bearing the title of a Synod of Prieſts, 
wherein the ſame opinion and Dorine is 
explained in this manner : That Hoſt is the 
Body of Chriſt, not corporally, but ſpiritually x 


not that Body wherein he ſuffered, but that 


Body whereof he ſpake, when he conſecrated 
the Bread and Wine into an Hoſk, Which to 
this day, in the Charch of Explazd we 


hold to be a Catholick truth. 


* 37. And (o hitherto we have produced 


the agreeing Teſtimonies of Ancient Fa- 
thers for a thouſand years after Chriſt, 
and have tranſcribed them more at large, 
to make it appear to every one-that is not 
blind, that the true Apoſtolick Doctrine of 
this Myſtery, hath been univerſally main- 
tained for ſo long by all men; ſome few 
excepted, who more thaneight hundred 
years after Chriſt preſumed to diſpute 
againſt the ancient Orthodox Doctrine, 


of the manner of Chriſts Preſence, and of 
|| o 
alls 


<< 
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his being : received .in the -Sacramentr, - 
though they durſt not poſitively deter- 

mine any thing againſt it, Now, what 

more concerns this Point we refer to 

the next Chapter, leſt this ſhould be too. 
long. ra eaay DF! + 
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CHAP. VI. 


Shews more at large that the Dofrine 
and Prattice of the Primitte Church 
15 inconſt ſtent With Tranſubſtantiation IN 
and Anſwers the Romiſh ObjeFions 
vainly alleadged out of Antiquity. _ _. 


i Any more Proofs out of Ancient. Authots 


Þ Records might have been added {ff out in 
. the fore= 


' fo thoſe we have hitherto: brought, for. a going 
thouſand years, but-we, defiring: to. be, Chapter, 
brief, have omitted them in each Cencu-: 
ry; Asin the Firſt, After the holy Scri- 
ptures, the Works of * Clemens Romani, 2 Conftir, 
commended by the Papiſts themſelves, #? **_ 
and thoſe of * St. J2natins, Biſhop of 4x- >a) 
zioch and Martyr, are much againſt Tran-. > E?#F 44 
ſubſtantiation. In' the Second likewiſe, fe ray 
« St, Theophilus, fourth Biſhop of Aptioch 191.1.z. 
H after 
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| a Athe- after Jpnatius ; * Athenagoras, and © Tati- 
= Frey anm, Scholars to Fuſtin Martyr, In the 
© In Diat. Third, * Clemens Alexandrinus, Tutor to 
ve. Origen, and * Minutivs Felix, a Chriſtian 
72-5 Orator. In the Fourth, * Euſebius, Biſhop 
pedag.l.:, Of Ceſarea,  Fuvencus, a Spaniſh Prieſt, 
o7y Ota- « Macarins Eg yptins, ' St, Hilary, Biſhop of 
hDe Dem. Potctiers, ® Optatus, Biſhop of Milew, » Ex- 
Evan. 1 1. ſebigs Emiſſenus, * Gregorinus Nazianzeuns, 


4» of .  Cyrillus Alexandrings, * Epiphanins Salami- 


$Fuv. de wenſis, * St, Hicrom, * Theophilus Alexandri- 
Piſt. E- »as, and © Gaudentins, Biſhop of Brixia. In 


ve"2. 1-4 the Fifth, * Sedalius, a Scotch Prieſt, * Gen- 


Hom. 37: nadins Maſſilienſis, and ? Fanſtus, Biſhop of 
pr yr Regium. In the Sixth, * Fulgentins Africanus, 


m Contra * Vittoy Antiochenus, * Primaſius Biſhop , 


Parm1.3- and © Protopius Gazens, In the Seventh, * He- 
nv Hom. de 


Corp. Chr. ſychins, Prieſt in Feraſalem, and * Maximus, 
oOrag. Abbor of Conſtantinople. In the Eighth, 


| Ups rar * Tohawnes Damaſcenus, In the Ninth, s z- 
L.4.C.14. cephorus the Patriarch, and b ETjACmarus 
qin A) Archbiſhop of Rhemes. Laſtly in the 


Cor aro. 


rCcontre Tenth, © Fulbere Biſhop of Chartres. And 
Fovin.& to compleatall; to thefe fingle Fathers, 
p 6, pI we may add whole Councils of them, as 


26. | 

ſEpiſt. Paſch.2 t'"Gaud. in Exod 2. uTn Epiſt. $t Paul. x De Dogm. | 
Eccl. c.25- y Homil. 2. in Epipb. 7 De fide cap 16. && Epiſt. ad Fer- 
rand, a Com. in Marh \a. b [n Epiſt, ad Cor. cIn Gen,.g. d In 
Levit. 1.6. e In Hierarch Dion. ft De fide Orthod, g De Cherub c. 6. 
tris vita $, Remig, 1Epiſt, ad Adcodas. 


that 
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that of « Axc 18, Of ' Neoceſarea, k A314. Cav.z. 
and beſides bs firſt '&X = DET O06 
which 1 have mentioned, that of n 4.364. Can.z5. 

_ ® Laodicea, Of * (arthage, of » Orle- hey {vg 
43s, the fourth of * Toledo, that of L 2% Can.17. 
* Bracara, the ſixteenth of .* To- 2 AITTOOR 
ledo, and that of * Conſtantinople in EE Sn 4 
Truilo. Out of all theſe appears | 
moſt certain, that the infe&tion of the 
Dodrine of Tran{ubſtantiation was not 
yet ſpread over the Chriſtian world z; bur 
that the ſound Doctrine of the-Body and 

 Bloud of Chriſt, and of their true; ( yet 
ſpiritual not carnal) Preſence in the Eu- 
chariſt, with the Elements, ſtill the ſame 
in {ubſtance after Conſecration, was eve- 
ry where owned. and. maintained. And 
though the Fathers uſed both ways of 
ſpeaking ( that is, that the Bread and 
Wine are the true Body and Bloud of 
Chriſt, and that their ſubſtance ſtill re- 
maining, they are Signs, Types, Reſem- 
blances, and Pledges of them ; Images,” 
Figures, Similitudes, Repreſentations, 
and Samplers of them, ) yet there was no 
cantrariety or diverſity in the ſenſe. For 
they were not ſo Faithleſs as to believe 
that theſe are only naturall Elements, or 
bare Signs ; and they were not of {6 groſs 


and ſo dull an-apprehenfion, as not to 
H 2 j diſtin- 


| 
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| diſtinguiſh betwixt the Sacramental and: 


Myſtick, and the carnal and natural pre- 


ſence of Chriſt; as it is now maintained 


by the Patrons of Tranſubſtantiation. For 


in this they underſtood no other change 


than that which is common to all Sacra- 


- ments, whereby the outward natural part 


is ſaid ro be changed into the inward and 


divine, only becauſe it repreſents it truly 


and efticaciouſly, and gakes all worthy 
Receivers partakers thereof ; and becauſe 
by: the vertue of the Holy Spirit, and of 
Chriſt's holy inſticution, the Elements 
obtain thoſe divine Excellencies and Pre- 
rogatives, which they cannot have -of 
their own nature. . And this is it which 


was taught and'believed,for above a thon- 


ſand years together, by pious and lear- 
ned Antiquity, concerning this moſt holy 
Myſtery. Wo 

2. There are alſo ſome other things 
whereby. we may underſtand that the An- 


cients did not belief Tranſubftantiation, 'or 


that the preſence of the Body and Bloud 
of Chriſt is fo inſeparably tyed to! the 
accidents of Bread'and Wine, that Chriſt 
muſt needs be preſent as long as thoſe acci- 
dents retain: any . reſemblance of Bread 
and Wine, even when:they are not put to 
that uſe :appointed.by. divine inſtitution. 

ER For 
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For it is certain, that it was the cuſtom of 
many of the Ancients 7 burn ,,c> 1. ;Levir. 
what remained of the Bread and Wine © cap.8. 4-D.600. 
after the Comunion was ended, And) : | 
> | ; . Concil, Arel. Spt(m. 
who can believe that any Chri- ;,.q:cmm*incr os - 
ſtian ſhould dare or be willing to 9ui Phdgyiratis Pre- 
burn his Lord and Saviour, in 5 hb ewe 18. 
Body and Bloud, though it were 7Tziq A.2.970. 
never ſo much in his power? | 
Doubtleſs it would have been as horrid 
and deteſtable an action as was that of the 
perfidious Jews, for Chriſtians, if they. 
believed Tranſubſtantiation, to burn thar 
_ very natural body which the Jews Cruci- 
fied, and which was born of the Virgin 
Mary. Therefore thoſe Chriſtians who 
uſed anciently to burn.thoſe fragments of , 
the Bread, and remains of the Wine, 
which were not ſpent in the celebration 
of the Sacrament, were far enough from 
holding the preſent Faith and Docrine of 
Rome.. The ſame appears .further. by the 
penalty threatned by the, Canon to every 
Clergy-man,' by whoſe neglett a Mouſe or any Tone. Ares 
other (reature ſhould eat the Sacriffte, (that 1 3: Ci 
iS, the Gontraced Bread, ) .And. who Tom vi 
but an Idiot, a man deprived: of his xea- Conſecr. 
ſon, could ever believe. that the natural @F *: 
Body of Chriſt can be. gnawed anqtven 
eatenby- Rats, or any brute Creatures? x 
ys H 3 This 
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This ſorely perplext -the firſt maintainers 


| of Tranſubtantiation, who would invent 


any thing, rather than own it poſſible ;. 
well knowing how abominable it is, and 
how diſhonourable to Chriſtian Religion. 


Yer this is not inconſiſtent with the now 


Roman Faith, nay, it neceſſarily follows 
from the Tenet of Tranſubftantiation that 
the Body of Chriſt may be in the 


2 Alex. Ale. lib. 4. belly of a Mouſe * under the ac- 


9.45. 1.1 
9.53» Mm. 3. 
Thom. in 3. 


- #1.2& cidents of Bread. And the con- 
q-80.47t.3. trary opinion is not only diſown- 


| Erin 4.449.4.2. ed now by the Papiſts, but under 


 b Greg, XI.in direfor. 


Taqui|. p..1 


2. 4,10. 


cVaſq diſp.1 95.in 3. 


8-54 


pain of Excommunication for- 
.n. 15. & bidden by the * Pope ever to be 
owned ; fo that they muſt believe 
as an Artiele of Faith ©, what is 
moſt abhorrent to Faith. 

3. But yet at laſt, let us ſee what props 
theſe new builders pretend to borrow from 
Antiquity to uphold their Caſtle in the 
air, Tranſubſtantiation. They uſe indeed to 
ſcrape together many Teſtimonies of the 
Fathers of the firſt and middle age, where- 
by they fwould: fain prove, - that thoſe. 
Fathers believed and ' taught the Tranſub- 
ſtantiation of the Bread and Wine into the 


natural Body and Bloud of Chriſt, juſt as 


the Roman Church, at this day, doth 
teach and believe. We will therefore 
| Te Rs briefly 
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briefly ' examine them, that it may yet 
more fully appear that Antiquity and all 
£ Fathers did not in the leaſt favour the new 
Tenet of Tranſubſtantiation; bur that, thac 
true Do@rin which I have ſet down in the 
begining of this book, was conſtantly own- 
ed and preſerved in the Church of Chrift, 
4+ Now, almoſt all that they produce 
out of the Fathers will be conveniently 
reduced to certain heads,thar we may not 
be too tedious in anſwering each teſtimo- 
ny by it ſelf, - Ty 
5, To the firſt head belong thoſe * thar 4 Anizer 
call the Euchariſt the Body and Bloud of uber 
Chriſt, But I anſwer,thoſe Fathers explain out of 
themſelves in many places, and interpret [*/n- 
thoſe their expreſhons in ſuch a manner, Gre.xux. 
that they muſt be underſtood in a Myſtick $S* Hier. 
and ſpiritual ſenſe, in that Sacraments I. 
uſually take the names of thoſe things ther. 
they repreſent, becauſe of that reſem- 
blance' which they have with them z * zoe < Pe Con- | 
by the reality of the thing, but by the fignifica- 5,98 * 
Sow of the Myſtery, as we have ſhewn be- 
ore out of St. Au/tin and others. For no 
body can deny, but that the things thar 
are ſeen are ſigns and figures, and thoſe 
that are not ſeen, the Body and Bloud of 
Chriſt: And that therefore the nature of 
| this myſtery is ſuch, that when we receive 
H 4 ' 
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[the Bread and Wine,: we alſo together 
.with them receive at the ſame time the bo- 
dy and Blond of Chriſt, which in the cele- | 
bration of the holy Euchariſt;are as truly. 
eiven as they are repreſented; Hence came 
into the Church this manner of ſpeaking, 
the Conſecrated Bread is Chriſts Body. 
AnAn. - 6. We put in the ſecond rank thoſe 
ſwerro places that ſay, that the. Biſhops and 
meproots Prieſts make 'the body of Chriſt with the 
St. Hicr, ſacred words of their mouth, as St, Hie- 
Ep.ad He- rom ſpeaks in his Epiſtle to Heliodorw, and 
 i:tEva. Sts Ambroſe and others. To this I ſay, that 
at the prayer and blefling. of the Prieſt; 
5,457. the common Bread is made Sacramental 
zut.c.g, bread, which, when broken and eaten is 
EF the Communion of the body of Chriſt, and 
therefore may well be called ſo,Sacramen- 
tally. For the bread ( as I haveofren ſaid 
before ) doth not only repreſent the body - 
of our Lord, bur alſo being received, we 
are truly made. partakers of that precious 
F9.%.,4 body.For ſo ſaith S, Hier. The body and bloud of 
Evig. Chriſt s made at the Prayer of the Prieſt,that is, 
the Element is ſo qualified that being re- 
ceived it becomes the Communion of: the 
Body and Bloud of Chriſt, which it could 
not without the preceding Prayers. The 
EP ſ- Greeks call this, To prepare and to conſecrate the 
in $1.21, Body of the Lord. ASS Chryſoftom ſaith mu 
Theſe 
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Theſe are not the works of mans power, but flill 
the operation of him, who made them in the laſt 
Supper; 4s for us, we are only Miniſters, but 
he it 4s that ſanctifies and changeth them. 

7, In the third. place, .to what is on An-- 
brought que; of the Fathers, concerning ging 
the converſion, change, tranſmuration, cited out 
rransfiguration, and tranſelementation of —_ 
the Bread and; Wine- in the Euchariſt, both the 
(-wherein the. Papiſts do greatly glory, 27% 
boaſting-of the conſent-of. Antiquity with nc 
them; ) I anſwer that :there is no ſuch & «lis- 
conſequence, - Tranſubſtantiation . being ""** 
another ſpecies of change, the enumera- 
tion was not full, for it doth not follow, 
that becauſe there is a converſion, 2 tranſ- 
mutation;., a: tranſelementation, ' there 
ſhould be. alſo a Tranſubſtantiation ; 
which the Fathers never ſo much as men- 
tioned, For,becauſe this is a Sacrament, 
the change. muſt be underſtood to be-Sa- 
cramental alfo, whereby common Bread- 
and Wine become the Sacrament of the 
Body and Bloud of Chriſt, which could 
not be did not the ſubſtance of the Bread 
and Wine ;:remain, for a Sacrament con- 
ſiſteth of two-parts, an earthly and a hea- 
venly. And ſo becauſe ordinary Bread is 
changed by- conſecration into a Bread 
which is no more of common ule, buc 

2g | appointed 
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appointed by divine inſtitution to be a Sa- 
cramental fign whereby is-repreſented the 
Body of Chriſt, in-whom dwellteth the 
fulneſs of the Godhead bodily; and be- 
ing thereby dignified, having great ex- 
cellencies ſuperadded, and ſo made what 
it was not before, it 45 therefore ſaid by 
ſome of the Fathers to be changed, to be 
made another thing. And truly that 
change is great and ſupernatural, but yer 
not ſubſtantial, not of a ſubſtance which 
ſubſtantially ceaſerth to be, into another 
ſubſtance which ſubſtantially beginneth 
ro be, butit is a change of ſtate and con- 
dition which alters not the natural pro- 
perties of the Element, This 1s alſo con- 
firmed by Scripture, which uſually de- 
ſcribes and repreſents the converſion of 
men, and the ſupernatural Orange of 
things, as though it were natural, though 
it benot ſo. Sothoſe that are renewed by 
the Word, and Spiric,and Faith of Chriſt, 


. are ſaid to be *regenerated, converted, 
,, and transformed, to put off the old man, 
;. and put,on the new man, and tobe new 


Creztures ; but they are not ſaid to be- 


" come another ſubſtance, to be tranſub.. 


ftantiated : For men thus converted have 
ſtill the ſame humane body, and theſame - 


rational ſoul as before, though in a far 
" better 


of Tranſubſtantiation. 
better ſtate and condition, as every Chri- 
ſtian will acknowledge. Nay, the-Fathers 
chemſelves uſe thoſe words, Tranſmutati- 
on, Transformation, Tranſelementari- 
ons, upon other occaſions, when they 
ſpeak of things whoſe ſubſtance is neither 
loſt nor changed. For thoſe words be of 
ſo large a fignification, that though ſome- 
times a ſubſtantial change is to be under- 
ſtood by them, yet for the moſt part they 
fignifie only a moral change, a change of 
qualities, of condition, of office, of uſe, 
and the like, To this ſenſe they are uſed 
by the Greek Fathers, ( * /renews, * Cle- 
mens Alexandrinm, © Origene, * Cyril of Je- 
ruſalem, * Baſil, * Gregory Nazianzen, * Gre- 
gory Nyſſene, * Cyril of Alexandria, * Chryſo- 
ſtom,* Theodoret,Theophylatt,and Orcumenin:, ) 
ro expreſs the * ReſurreQion of the Body, 
the efficacy * of divine Dodcrine, the San- 
Rification of a < regenerated perſon, the 
immortality * of the fleſh after the Reſur- 
re&ion, the'* repentance of ſinners, the 
f aſſumption of the humane nature in the 
Perſon of Chriſt, the s regeneration of 


f Greg. NaF. Orat 40. g Greg. Nyſſ. lib 2. contra Eunom. 
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alren.l.5, 
Co IO, 

b Clem, 
Alex. 1.4, 
Strom. 

c Orig, 
Serm.:.it 
divcy ſos. 
d Cyril. 
Hier. C4- 
tech.18. 

c Bail. 
exhort. ad 
Bapt. & 
S.Chryſ. 
hom.s. de 
Paenit. 


Hom. 1, dt 


Reſur. Ep. ad Euſtath. Latin. & Ambroſ. h Cyril, Alexand. Epiſt. 
Pa(ch. 6, 7, & 14. i S. Chryſoft. Hom. 23. in A. Apoſt.Fdem Hom. 33. in 


1 Cor, k Theod. Digl. 2. Theoph. in Foh 6, & Occumin 1 Pet. 1. 


alli. 


Saints, 
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Saints,the * vertue of the divine grace,the 

power of Baptiſm ', and the excellency of 

Charity,and laſtly the * alteration for the 

better, the greatneſs, uſefulneſs, power 

| and dignity of many things. 

i fr nn 74: #2" Neither are the Latine ' Fathers 

St. Ambr, de ſt. Without ſuch kind of expreſſions, 

c 3-& 4e847-4.4 for they donot make the conver- 

Fauft. Reg. ſve Euſ, fion of the Bread and Wine in 

Emiſ. de Paſch.55, the Euchariſt more eſſential or 

Facund. 7 9.6.0% ſubſtantial, than in Baptiſm the 

converſion of man born. again to a new 

life, or (as they ſpeak) whoſe humane 

natural condition is changed into a nobler, 

a heavenly ſtate, which is a-moral and 

myſtick change, and not natural orſub- 

m Contrs ſtantial. The Ancienteſt of them, ® Tex. 

Mare it. 3- tullian (aid, That God had promiſed to man the 
£9.24, | | 

G.26, body and ſubſiance of Angels, and that men 

ſhould be transformed into Angels, as Angels 

have been transformed into mey. Now, who 

would infer from hence, that Angels have 

been eſſentially changed into: men; or 

that humane bodies ſhould be ſo tranſ- 

formed-into an Angelical ſubſtance, that 

they ſhould be no longer men nor humane 

bodies, but properly and efſentially An- 

D: Carne BEIS 2 Which Tertullian himſelf is expreſly 

chriſti. againſt, and ſaith, That Angels were © [o 

<3. changed into men that ſlill they remained 

| Angels, 
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Angels, without quitting their proper ſub- 
ſtance. As others have ſpoken of the Bread 
in the Euchariſt, That it ſo becomes the body of 
Chrift, that ſtill it is what it was, as St; am- - 
broſe ; That it looſeth not its nature, aS Theo» On” 
doret ; that the ſubſtance of the Bread re- 
mains, as Gelafizs affirms, - And doubtleſs 
the ſame meant all the Ancients, who ac- 
cording to their way of (peaking ſaid any 
thing of the change of Bread and Wine: 
For all the Vouchers brought by the Pa- 
piſts ſpeak only of an accidental, myſtical, - 
and moral; nothing art all of a ſubſtanti- 
al change. Tranſubſtantiation is taken 
by its defenders for a material change of 
one ſubſtance into another ; we indeed 
_ allow a Tranſmuration of the Elements; 
bur as for a ſubſtantial one we vainly ſeek 
for it, it iSno where to be found. | 

8, To the fourth head I refer what the a,c.. _ 
Fathers ſay of our touching and ſeeing to theTe2 


the Body of Chriſt, and drinking his *'monies 
: of S Chyy. 
Bloud in the Sacrament, and thereto I cyr1. 
anſwer, That we deny not but that ſome 4!*x- and 
; . others. 
things Emphatical and even Hyperbolical 
have been ſaid of the Sacrament by Chry- 
ſoſtome, and ſome others; and that thoſe 
things may eaſily lead unwary men into 
error. That was the ancient Fathers care, 
as it 15 ours ſti}l, to-inſtruct the people not 
ro 
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. to look barely on the outward Elements, 
butin them to eye with their minds the 
Body and Bloud of Chriſt, and with their 
hearts lift up to. feed on that heavenly 
meat : For all the benefit of a Sacrament 
is loſt, if we look no farther than the 
Elements. ' Hence it is that thoſe holy 
men; the better to teach this Leffon to 
their hearers, and move their hearts 
more efficaciouſly, ſpake of the Signs as 
if they had been the thing ſignified, and 
like Orators ſaid many things which will 
not bear a litteral ſenſe, nor a ſtrict ex- 
amen: Such is this, of an uncertain Au- 
Serm.i© thorunder the name of St. Cyprian, We are 

en, Dom. 

cloſe to the Croſs, we ſuck the bloud, ana we 
put our tongues inthe very wounds of -0ur Re- 
deemer, ſo that, both outwardly and inwardly 
we are made red thereby, Such is that of 
cou in * St. Chryſoſlome, In the Sacrament the Bloud 
bHom.82. © draw out ofthe fide of Chriſt, the Tongue © 
' inMas. mude bloudy with that wonderful blond. Again, 
—_— * Thou ſeeſt thy Lord. ſacrificed, and the croud- 
ing multitude yound about ſprinkled with bis 
bloud 4 he that fits above with the Fathey is at 
_ 5" the ſame time in our hands, * Thou doſt ſee and 
Mat. touch and eat him, * For 1 do not ſhew thee ei- 
e Hom.24. her Anpels or Archangels, but the Lord of 
- -ub them himſelf. Again, * He incorporates us with. 
' inFob.e> himſclf as if we were bat the ſame thing, be 
 83.mn Mat. wakes 
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makes us his body indeed, and ſuffers us not on- 
ly to ſee, but even to touch, to eat bim, and to 
put our teeth in his fleſh; ſo. that by that food 
which he gives us, we become his fleſh, Such is 
that of St. Auſtin, Let ws give thanks, 701 Trad; 
only that we are made Chriſtians, but alſo made i" Fob. 
_ Chrift. Laſtly, ſuch is that of B. Leo, 1n EPif +3. 
that myſtical diſtribution, it i given us to be 
made his fleſh. Certainly,if any man would 
wrangle and take adyantage of theſe, he 
might thereby maintain, as well that we 
are Tranſubſiantiated into Chriſt, and 
Chriſts fleſh into the Bread, as thar the 
Bread and Wine are Tranſubſtantiated into 
his Body and Bloud. But Proteſtants who 
ſcorn to play the Sophiſters, interpret 
theſe and the like paſſages of the Fathers, 
with candonr and ingenuity, (as it is moſt 
fitting they ſhould.) For the expreſſions 
of Preachers, which often have ſome- 
thing of a Paradox, maſt not be taken 
according to that harſher ſound where- 
with they at firſt ſtrike the Auditors ears ; 
the Fathers ſpake not of any Tranſub- 
ſtantiated bread, but of rhe myſtical and 
conſecrated, when they uſed. thoſe ſorts 
of expreſſions ; and that for. theſe Rea- 
ſons : r. That they might extoll and am- 
plifie the dignity of this Myſtery, which 
all crue. Chriſtians acknowledge to be - 

very . 
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very great and: peerleſs. 2. That Com- 


_ municants mighr-not reſt-in the outward 


Elements, but feriouſly confider the thing 
repreſented, whereof they*are moſt cer- 

tainly made partakers,' if they be worthy 
Receivers. 3. And laſtly, That they 
might approach ſo great a Myſtery with 
the more zeal, reverence, and devotion, 
And that thoſe Hyperbolick expreſſions 
are thus to be- underſtood, the Fathers 


themſelves teach «clearly enough, when 


they come to interpret them, 
9. Laſtly, Being the ſame'holy Fathers 

who (as the manner is to diſcourſe of Sa- 

craments ) ſpeak ſometimes of the Bread 


and Wine in the Lords Supper, as if they 
| were the very Body and Bloud of Chriſt, 


do alſo very often call them Types, Ele- 
ments, Signs, the Figure of the Body and 
Bloud of Chriſt; from hence it appears: - 
moſt manifeſtly that they'were of the” 
Proteſtants, and not of 'the Papiſts opi- 
nion, For we can without prejudice to 
what we believe of the Sacrament, uſe: 
thoſe former expreſſions which the Papiſts 
believe, do moſt favour them, if they be 
underſtood, as they ought 'to be, Sacra- 
mentally. But the latter none can uſe, 
but he muſt thereby overthrow-the ground- 
leſs Docrine of Tranſubſtantiation z theſe 
| two, 
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two, the Bread is Tranſabſtanriated into 
the Body, and the Bread alſo is the Type, 


_ theSign, the Figure of the body of Chriſt” 


beirig whoſly inconfiſterit, For it is im- 
poſſible that a thing that loſeth its being 
ſhould yet be the {ſign and repreſentation 
of another; neither can any thing be the 
Type and the Sign of it ſelf. 


0. But if without admitting of a Sa- 


cramental ſenſe the words be uſed too 
rigorouſly, nothing but this will follow, 

that the Bread and Wine are really and 

properly the very Body and Bloud of 
Chriſt, which they themſelyes_diſown, 
that hold Tranſubſtantiation. Therefore 
in this change, it is not a newneſs of ſub- 
ſtance, but of uſe and vertue that is pro- 
duced; which yet the Fathers acknow- 
ledged with us, to be wonderful,. fuper- 
natutal,-and proper only to Gods Om- 
nipotency : For that earthly and corrup- 
tible meat cannot become tous a ſpiritu- 
al and heavenly, the Communion of the 
Body and Bloud of Chriſt, without Gods 
eſpecial power 2hd operation. And 
whereas it is far above Philoſophy and 
Humane Reaſon, thar Chriſt from Hea- 
yen ( where alone he is locally ) ſhould 
reach down to us the divine vertne of his 
Fleſh, ſo that we are made one body with 

| BE: him; 
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him therefore it is as neceſſary as it is 
reaſonable,that the Fathers ſhould tell us, 
that we oughc with fingleneſs of heart to 
believe the Son of God, when he ſaith, 
This #® my body z and that we onght not to 
meaſure this high and holy Myttery by 
our narrow conceptions, or by the courſe 
of nature. For it is more acceptable to 
God with an humble ſimplicity of faith 
to reverence and embrace the words of 
Chriſt, than to wreſt them violently to a 
ſtrange and improper ſenſe, and with 
curioſity and preſumption to determine 
what exceeds the capacity of Men and 
Angels. Thus much in general may ſuffice 
to anſwer thoſe places of the Fathers, 
which are uſually brought in the behalf of 
Tranſubſantiation, He that would have 
a larger refutation of thoſe objections 
fetcht from Antiquity, may read Hoſpint- 
Lib.2.@ anw his Hiſtory of the Sacrament, and 
$4; Antonius de Domings 1n his Fifth Book of 
uſque a4 the Chriſtian Commonwealth, Chap. 6. 
tf and in his detection of the errors of Suarez, 
j | Chap.2. 
Anſwer 11. That place' of jnatins cited by 
to hogle Theedoret, out of. the Epiſtle ro the Smyr- 


teſt!mon Fa. 
of Fa. nenſes ( where now it is not to be found ) 


ery and objected by ſome of the Romith Faith, 
at. 2. : ; : : 
-* pj ay That the Hereticks S1moniani and Menan- 


, nat. Criant 
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driani would have zo Euchariſtical Oblations, 
becauſe they demed the Sacrament to be the fleſh 
of our Saviour Feſws Chriff, makes nothing 
for Tranſubſtantiation, as Bellarmine him- 
ſelf confeſſeth, ror ( ſaith he ) thoſe Here- Pe Eudh, 
zicks did not oppoſe the Sacrament of the Eu- me 
charift, ſo much as the myſtery of the Incarna- 

_ Fion ; andtherefore ( as Ignatius ſhews in that 
place) they wonld deny that the Euchariſt # the 
fleſh of Chriſt, that , ( as Theodoret inter- pil.:, 
prets it ) that the divine Myſteries of Bread 
aud Wine ſhould be the figns of & real Body of 
Chriſt truly exiſting, becauſe they would not 
own that Chriſt had taken fleſh. + And ſoleſt 
they ſhould be forced to acknowledge the 
reality of the fleſh of Chriſt, they would 

. wholly reje& the Signs and Sacraments of 
its forthe ſigns of che body being given, 
the true body is given alſo, becauſe the 
ſubſtance and the type infer one another, 
and a Phantaſm or 1llufton is not capable 
of a fign or repreſentation. 

12. The words out of Fuſtiz Martyr, Apol.z. ad 
whereby they would prove Tranſubſtan. 47 77: 
tiation, do ſtrongly diſprove it. For ( faith 
he ) as by the word of God, our Saviour was 
zncarnate, ſo by the Prayers of Gods word, the 
. Euchariſt is made, whereby our bodies are nou- 
viſhed, the Body and Blond of Chriſt, Now 
when Chriſt rook humane fl:(h, none 

F 2 could 
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could ſay without Herefie that he was 
Tranſubſtantiated, 

13. Neither is that againſt the Prote- 
Serm.de ſtants which is brought out of St, Cyprian, 
Cen. Don. ( though it be none of his ) of the bread 
changea not inappearance, but in nature. For 
he, whoever it was, took not the word 
zature 1n a ſtrict ſenſe, or elſe he was con-' 
trary to Theodoret, Gelaſirs, and others 
above-mentioned, who expreſly deny that 
the bread ſhould be thus changed : But at 
- large, as nature is taken for uſe, quali- 
ties, and condition, For by the infinite 
power of the Word the nature of the 
bread is ſo changed, that what was before 
a bare Element, becomes now a divine 
Sacrament, but without any Tranſubſtan- 
tiation; as appears by what follows in 
the ſame period, of the Humane and Divine 
Natares of Chriſt, where the Manhood is 
not ſubſtantially changed into the God- 
head, except we will follow Eutyches the 

Heretick. | 
Bell 1." +< T4. The words of Cyril, as the Roman 
v "and Doctors fay, are ſo clear for them, that 
Cyrit. Hi- they admit of no evaſion: For (ſaith he) 
ere] Ca'ec. be that changed once the water into Wine, # he 
WS4 wot worthy to be believed that he changed the 
wine into Bloud ? Therefore let it with all cer- 
zainty recerve the Brdy and Blond of (briſt, for 


F 
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his Boay under the appearance of the Bread, 
and his Bloud under the appearance of the Wine 
are given to thee, Indeed Proteſtants do on 
freely grant, and firmly believe, that the 96" 
Wine ( as hath often been ſaid ) is chan- 
ged into the Bloud of Chriſt, but every 
change is not a Tranſubſtantiation ; nei- 
cher doth Cyril ſay that this change is like 
that of the water, for then it would alſo 
appear to our ſenſes; but that he who 
changed the Water ſenſibly, can alſo 
change the Wine Sacramentally, will not 
be doubted by any. As for what he calls 
the Appearances of Bread and Wine, he 
doth not thereby exclude, but rather in- 
clude their ſubſtance, and mean the Bread 
and Wine it ſelf : For ſo he intimates by 
what there follows ; Do of look on them as 
bare Bread and Wine s as much as to ſay, it 
15 bread indeed, but yet not bare bread, 
bat ſomething beſides. But that this con- 
verſion of the Water into Wine makes 
nothing for Tranſubſtantiation, may be 
thus made to appear, That Gods Omai- 
potency can change one ſubſtance into 
another, none will deny, and we ſee it 
done by Chriſt in the "Town of Caxa of 
Galilee, when he changed the Water into 
Wine, andit was a true and proper Tran- 
ſubſtantiation, But the Papiſts in the 

| E- Lords 
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Lords Sopper tell us of quite another 
change, which, if well confidered, can- 
not ſo much as be underſtood. For the ſub... 
ſtance of the Bread is not changed inte 
another that had no being, bur,as they ſay, 


the bread is changed into that body: of 
Chriſt which really exiſted and had a be- 


ing theſe many hnndred years, ever ſince 


the Incarnation: Whereas that very 
Wine which Chriſt made of the Warer, 
was not in being before the change which 
he wrought,” Now it is eafte for any to 
underſtand, that he who created all things 
out of nothing, can well make a new 
Wine of Water, or any other thing ; but 
itis more than abſurd, that the body of 
Chriſt, or any other ſubſtance already in 
being, perfe&t and complete, ſhould. be 
made afreſh of another ſubſtance, when it 
really ſubſiſted before. Which they well 
underſtood who deviſed an adduction, or 
bringing of the Body of Chriſt into the 
place of the Bread, and thatis as much as 
todeny Tranſubſtantiation; except it-can 
be ſaid that a man is Tranſubſtantiated in- 
to another, as often as he comes into his 
place, which no man in his right wits can 
fancy. | 

' I5. St. Ambroſe laid allo that the nature's 


& de init. changed, and indeed it is ſo; for other- is 


Mit. fe 


_ the 
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the nature” of the Element, and other 
that of the Sacrament ; neither do Pro- 
ws" ts deny that the Element u changed by 
Fhe bleſſing, (o that the bread being made 
ſacred, # »o more that which nature formed, 
but that which. the Bleſſing conſecrated, and by 
conſecrating changed, Mean while St, Am- 
broſe in that place doth not make the words 
or Bleſſing of Chriſt to have any other 
operation, than to make that which was, 
. ſtill to be, and yet to be changed , there- _ 
fore the bread is not made the body of 
Chriſt by Tranſubſtantiation, but by a 
Sacramental change. He adds, That Sacra- 
ment which thog receiveſt is maae by the word 
of Chriſt; and if the word of Elias had ſomuch 
power as to bring down fire from heaven, ſhall 
not the words of (hriſt be efficacions enough to 
change the properties of the Elements ? Thou 
haſt read of the Creation of all things, that he 
ſaid the word and it was done ; and ſhall not that 
word of Chriſt, which made all out of nothing, 
change that which # already into that which it 
was not ? Thou thy ſelf wert, but wert the old 
man, but being baptized, thou art wow be- 
come 4 new Creature ? Now it 1s a4 much to give 
a new nature, as to change the nature of 4 
thing. By theſe words he plainly declares 
his opinion that, by | vertue of this 
change, the Elements of Bread and Wine 
M09 ceale 
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ceaſe not to be what they are by eſſence, 
and yet by the Conſecration are made 
what befofe they. were not. But where 


did our Tranſubſtantiators learn out of 


SE, Ambroſe, or any of the Fathers, that 


to make the Sacrament is the ſame as to 


Bell loco 
Citato. 


Lib.z. de 
Euch, C.9, 


bring the natural body of Chrift, and pur 
it under the accidents: of the bread, orin 
the place of its ſubſtſince which is vaniſht 
away ? They ſay, That the compariſon be- 
twixt the things changed by Chriſt and the Pro- 
phet would be filly, if there be wo more than 1 


' Sacramental change in the Enchariſty, as 


though the Sacramental change were a 
thing of nought. For (ſaith Cardinal Zel- 
larmine ) what power # there required to do 
zothing ? Bur Proteſtants anſwer, that the 
Greatneſs, Majeſty, Excellency, and 
Dignity of the Sacrament is ſuch, that 
they admire no leſs the Omnipotency of 


God in ſanctifying the Creatures to ſo 


high an office, and ſo holy an uſe, thanin 
creating. the world out of nothing, or 
changing the nature of things by the Mi- 
niſtry of his Prophets, For it is not by 
mans power, but 'by the divine vertue, 
that things earthly and mean of them- 
ſelves, are made to ns aſſured Pledges of 
the Body and Blond of Chriſt, And if 
they urge the Letter of thoſe words of 
T_ on St, Am» 


of Tranſubſtantiation. 
St. Ambroſe, By the word of. (hriſt the ſpecies 
of the Elements are changed , as Bellarmine 
and others do, why then, they muſt con- 
feſs, that not only the ſubſtance, bur alſo 
\ the ſpecies, or accidents { as they call 
them ) of the Bread and Wine, are 
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changed into the Body and Bloud of 


Chriſt. And ſo, being St.. Ambroſe and all 
the Ancients ſaid indifferently, as well 
that the ſpecies of the Bread and Wine, 
23S that the Bread and. Wine themſelves 
are changed, who will not from hence 


underſtand that the groundleſs Fabrick of 


Tranſubſtantiation ( whereby they would 
have the ſubſtance of the Elements ſo 


aboliſhed in the Sacrament, thar their 


meer accidents or appearances- remain 
without any ſubject ) is ſtrongly battered 
and utterly ruined? | 

16. All other Teſtimonies of the Fa- 
thers, if they fay that the Bread is made the 
Body of Chriſt, are willingly owned by Pro- 
teſtants. For they hold that the Element 
cannot become a Sacrament, nor the Sa- 
crament have a being without the thing 
which ir repreſents. For the Cardinal 


. The reſt 
of the Fa- 
thers. 


himſelf will not affirm that the Body of De con- 


Chriſt is produced out of the Bread, This 
1s therefore what we ſay with St. Auſtin, 
and endeavour to proye by all means; 
OR * {That 


jecr. diſt. 
c.hoc eſt. 
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That the Sacrifice of the Encharift # made of 
two things, the viſible Element, and the invi- 
fible el, and Blond of Chriſt, as the Perſon 
of Chriſt confiſteth of the Godhead and Man- 
hood, he being true God and true Man ; for 
every compound retains the nature of that 
whereof it ts made : Now the Sacrament us com- 
poſed of two things,” the Sign, and the tbing 
fianified, that uu the Body of Chriſt, 
'17, Let the Champions of Tranſub- 
ſtantiation ſtrur and vapour now, with 
2 Card. their two and thirty ſtout Seconds, * who 
ellar. de | 
Euch.i.;, have ſtood for them, as they ſay, before 
c.20.3.9. thetimeof Pope 7necent the Third ! For 
bEx'3 what * [»xoceut the Third decreed, and 


" 55 the Council of Trexr © defined, ( that it was 


Cathol. c.1 ever the per ſwaſion of the Catbolick Charch,that 
© Sefſ-13- rhe Bread # ſo changed into the Body of Chriſt, 


C4. 4. 4. wp | EO. 
that the ſubſtance of the bread 1aniſhing away, 


only the fleſh of -Chrift ſhould remain under the 

accidents of the bread, ) is ſo far from being 

trae, that the Doctrine of Tranſubſtan- 
3; . tiation, not ohly as to the name, but as 
one. Be. £Othe thing itſelf, is wholly deſtitute of 
reſ-s1n- the Patronage of Antiquity, and left to 
up (bife for it ſelf. * Alphonſus 4 Caſtro (aid, 
modeſt.de that in ancient Writers mention. was made 
Feſuit. very ſeldom of 'Tranſubſtantiation ; had 
- 52a he (aid never, it had been more true. For 
Guodl.s ſo our Feſuites * in Exgland confeſſed, T; wy 
ET 4. j f P 
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the buſineſs of Tranſubſtantiation was not ſo 
much as toncht by the ancient Fathers ; which 
is very true, as will appear more at large 


in the following Chapter. 


"og, rt rn, 


CHAP. VI. 
Of the Writers of the Eleventh and Twelfth 
Century,from whom we may eaſily deduce 

' andtrace the Hiſtory of Papal Tranſub- 
ſtantiation. 1. What manner of Popes 
they were in thoſe times. 2. The unhap- 

_ fy Are, wherein Divines were divided 
about the Point of the Euchariſt. 3 .The 
opmion of Fulbertus. 4. Followed by 
his Diſciple Berengarius, who 4s op- 
poſed by others. 5, 6. The Dottrine 
of Berengarius defended. 7. 'The 
roaring of Leo the Ninth againſt Be- 
rengarius. 8. The Synod of Tours 
under Victor the Second, which 
cleared Berengarius as free from. 
Error. '9, Pope Nicolas the Second, 
gathers another Synod againſt Beren- 
garius, who is forced to make a won- 

T . drous 


- 
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drous kind of Recantation. 10. The 
Authors of the ordmary Gloſs cenſure 
the Recantation impoſed on Berengari- 
us. 11. He ſaith that he was violently 
compelled to make it for fear of bemg put 
to death. Lanfrancus and Guitmun- 


dus write againſt him. 12. Of Pope 


Hildebrand, and his Roman Council, 


wherein Berengarius was again cited 
and condemned m vain. 13. The Do- 
Frine of St.Bernard approved. 1 4.1The 
Opinion of Rupertus. 15. Lombard 
could define nothing of the Tranſub- 


ftantiation of the Bread, and rea- 
ſons poorly upon the independency of 
the accidents. 16. Otho Friſingenſ1s 
and thoſe 'of his time confeſt that the 


Bread and Wine remain in the Eucha- 


riſt. 17. P. Bleſenſis and: St. Edu- 
en{1s were the. firſt that uſed the word 

of Tranſubſtantiation. 18. Of the 
thirteenth Century, wherem Pope Inno-' 


cent the Third publiſhed his Decree of 
the Tranſubſtantiatian of the Bread and 


Wine 
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' Wine into the Body and Bloud of Chriſt. 
19, and 20. The wonderful pride of 
Innocent the 'Third. The Lateran 
| Council determined nothing concerning 
that Point. 21. The cruelty of the 
ſame Innocent, who by the Rack ayd 
the Fire ſought to eſtabliſh his new _ 
Doftrme. 22. What Gerſon faid of 
the Roman Church m his time. Many 
more Inventions proceed from 'Tranſub- 
ſtantiation. Inextricable and unheard of | 
queſtions. 23. New Orders of Monks 
and of the School-men. 2.4. Of their 
fine wrangling and diſputing. 25. The 
Sacrament abuſed moſt groſly by the 
Patrons of Tranſubſtantiation.. 26, 
and 27. Holkot, Aquinas, Alber- 
tus Magnus, and other Schoolmen, 
though ſometimes they be not for Tran- 
ſubſtantiation, yet they wholly ſubmit to 
the Tudement of the Pope. 2.8. Of the 
Council of Conſtance. which took the 
Cup from the Laity. 29. Cardial 
Cameracenſ1s denies that Tranſub- 


ftantiation 
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. ſtantiation can be proved by holy Scri- 
pture. 30. Of the Council of Flo-_ 
rence, and the Inſtru&ion of the Ar- 

_ memians by Pope Eugenius theFourth. 

31. The Papal Curſe in the Council of 

 Trent,not to be feared. The ( oncluſion 

of the Book. . 6k 


I. T E have proved it before, that the 
Leprofie of Tranſubſtantiation_ 

did not begin to ſpread over the body of 
the Church in a thouſand years after 
Chriſt. Bur at laſt the thouſand years be- 
ing expired, and Satan looſed our of his 
Priſon, to. go and deceive the Nations, 
and. compaſs the Camp of the Saints 
about, then to the great damage of Chri. 
ſtian Peace and Religion, they began 
here and there to diſpute againſt the 
clear, conſtant, and univerſal conſent of 
the Fathers, and to maintain the new- 
ſtarted opinion, It is known to them that 
underſtand Hiſtory, what manner of 
times were- then, and what were thoſe 
Biſhops who then governed the Church 
of Rome, Sylveſter Il, Fohn XIX, and XX, 
Sergica IV, Benediftus VII, Fohn XX1, 
Bereaift IX, Sylveſter INI, Gregory VI, Da-. 
| mmaſns 
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maſs Il, Leo IN, Nicole I, Gregory VII, 

or Hildebrand; who tore to pieces the 
Church of Rome with grievous Schiſms, 

cruel Wars, and great Slaughters, For 

the Reman Pontificat was come to that Card. Bar. 
paſs, that good men being put by, they 77'* 
whoſe Life and Doctrine was pious being «n.397. 
oppreſſed, none could obtain thar dignity, 5.401 
bur they that could bribe beſt, and were c4r0s. (ub 
moſt ambitious. | init.ſecu- 

2. In that unhappy Age the Learned *** 
were at odds about the preſence of the 
Body of Chriſt in the Sacrament ; ſome 
defending the ancient Doctrine of the 
Church, and ſome the new-ſprung up 
Opin10N, 

3. Fulbert, Biſhop of Chartres, Was Tu- Fylbert 
tor to Berengerims, whom we ſhall ſoon 51+ 5 
have occaſion to ſpeak of, and his Do- %,.101s. 
&rine was altogether conformable to that 
of the Primitive Church, as appears 
clearly out of his Epiſtle ro Adeodatus, Ep. ad 
wherein he teacheth, That the Myſtery of — 
Faith inthe Euchariſt, is not to be lookt on with eju opera 
our bodily eyes, but with the eyes of our mind, 7 _ 
For what appears outwardly Bread and Wine, © 1608, © 
2nade inwardly the Body and Blond of Chriſt ; 
not that which # taſted with the moath, but 
zhat which # reliſhd by the hearts affeition. 
Therefore ( (aith he ) prepare the palate of thy 


Faith, 
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Faith, open the throat of thy Hope, and inlarge 

the bowels of thy Charity, and take that Bread 

of life which is the food of the inward man. 

Again. The perception of a divine taſte pro- 

ceeds from the faith of the inward wan, whilſt 

by receivins the ſaving Sacrament, Chriſt is 

received into the foul. All this is againſt 

. thoſe who- teach in too grofs a manner, 

that Chriſt in this Myſtery enters carnally 

the mouth and ſtomach of the Re- 
ceivers. | 

Bereng. 4. Fulbert was followed by Berengarius 

nr his Scholar, Archdeacon of Argers in 

gers. An, Fraxce, a man of great worth, by the ho- 

1030, linefs both of his life and dodtrine, as 

| Platina, Vincentius Bergomenſis, and many 

more, Witneſs this Encomium writ ſoon 

after his death by Hildebere Biſhop of 

Hans, a moſt learned man, is thus tecord- 


more? ed by our william of Malmsbury, 

de geſtis | 

-- oo That Berengarius who was ſo admired, 
likz. Although his name yet lives, u ow expired ; 


H” out- lives himſelf, yet a ſad fatal day 
Him from the Charch and State did ſnatch 
away. | 

O dreadful day,why didft thos play the Thief? 
And fill the world with ruine and withprief ? 
For by hu death,the Church,the Laws, ad all 
The Clergies glory do receive a fall : | 
His 
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' His ſacred wiſdom was too great for fame, 

And the whole world's too little for his name y 

which to its proper Zenith none car raiſe, 

His merits do ſo far exceed all praiſe. 

Then ſurely thou art bleſt, nor doſt thou leſs 

Heaven with thy Soul, Earth with thy Body 

_ bleſs% | Si $ 
When I go heme, O may 1 dwell with thee, 

In thine appointed place where ere it bes 


Now this Berengarius was not only Arch- A Theor 
it iluft. 


| deacon of Angers, but alſo the Scholaſticus, ,,:" Fw 


or Maſter of the Chair, -of the ſame ;.5:. 


Church ( which dignity #s ever enyozed by the Pat a 


A nnal. 


Chancellor of the Univerſity, for hi Office ts in 5, b31 


great Churches to teach the Clergy, and inſtrutt 


them in ſound dofrines ) All this I have pro- 
duced more at large to manifeſt the baſe 
and injurious Calumnies, caſt upon this 
worthy and famous man by latter Wril- 
rers, as * Fohn Garetins Of Lovain, > William © G42 
Man our Country-man,. and others ; j,.cm. 


who not only accuſe him of being an He- inEpiſt. 


retick; but alſo a worthleſs and an unlear- _ 
ned man, | A.1in40, 


gn DR j.- *1\ le. b Alan.dd 
5+ Berengarius ſtood up valiantly in de- Tuan 


fence of that Dodrine which 170 years ,.... 

before, *was delivered out of Gods Word 

and the holy Fathers, in France, by Ber= + 

tram, and Fohn Erigena, and by others elſe. . 
k whete, 
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where, againſt thoſe who taught that in 
the Euchariſt neither Bread nor Wine re- 
mained after the Conſecration, Yet ke 
did not either believe or teach ( as many 
falſly and ſhameleſly have imputed to 
him ) that nothing more is received in the 
Lords Supper, but bare Signs only, or 
meer Bread and Wine : bur he believed 
and openly profeſt, as St. Au/tiz and other 
faichful Doctors of the :Church had 
taught ont of Gods Word, that in this 
Myſtery, the ſouls of the Fairhful are 
truly fed by the true Body and Bloud of 


- Chriſt to life eternal. Nevertheleſs ic 


Extant 
apud Lan. 
ſr. deverit. 
corp. Dom. 
in Ench, 


was neither his mind nor his doctrine, 
that the ſubſtance of the Bread and Wine 
is reduced to nothing, or changed into 
the ſubſtance of the natural Body of 
Chriſt, or( as ſome then would have had 
the Church believe”) that Chriſt himſelf 
comes down carnally from heaven. Iatire 
books he wrote = this ſubject, bur 
they have been wholly ſuppreſt by his 
Enemies, and now are not to be found, 
Yet what we have of him in his greateſt 
Enemy Lenfraxk I here ſer down; Þy the 
Conſecration at the Altar the Bread and wine. 
are made a Sacrament of Religion z wot to ceaſe 
fo be what they were, but to be changed into 
ſomething elſe, and to become what they were 

E not ; 
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net ; agreeable to what St. Ambroſe had 
taught. Again, There are two parts in the 
Sacrifice of the Church ( this is according to 

St, Irenem ) the viſible Sacrament, ' and the 
inviſible thing of the Sacrament; that is, the - 
Boay of Chriſt. Item, The Bread and Wine 

which are Conſecrated,. remain in their ſub- 
ftance, having a reſemblance with that where- 

of they are a Sacrament, for elſe they could not 

be a Sacrament, Laſtly, Sacraments are wiſts 

ble Signs of divine things, but in them the 
inviſible things are honoured, All this agrees 

well with St, Avi» and other Fathers 
above cited. 

- 6: He did not therefore by this his 
Dorine exclude the Body of Chriſt from 

the Sacrament, but in irs right admini- 
ſtration he joyned together the thing 
fignified with the ſacred Signs and 
taught rharc the Body of Chriſt was not 

eaten with the mouth in-a carnal way, 

but with the Mind, and- Soul, and Spirit. 
Neither did Berengarius alone maintain 

this Orthodox and ancient Do- 
frine; for * Sipibert, * milliam of 2 Chron. & Mireo edi 
eMalmesbury, © Matthew Pat is 5 and ep RAY Bede. 
* Matthew of weſtminſter make it .c In bit. majori ad 
certain, 2har almoſt all the Brench; £77 
Italians, and Engliſh of thoſe times * So F 
were of the ſame opinion 5 and that many things 

K 2 were 
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Buron.ad were ſatd, wrtt, and aiſputed antts defence by | 
4n. i©35- many men 5 amonglt whom was Brane, 
5:i-% then Biſhop of the ſame Church of Angers. 

Now this greatly diſpleaſeth the Papal 
faction, who took great care that thoſe 
mens Writings ſhould not be delivered to 
Poſterity, and now do write, that the 
Dod:ine of Berengarius, owned by. the 
Fathers, and maintained by many famous 
Nations, ſculkt only in ſome dark corner 
or other, * | 
7. The firſt Pope who oppoſed himſelf 
e 4 '©5% to Berengariys Was: Leo the * Ninth, a plain 
Conc, Ver. . 
ſub Leone MAN indeed, bur too much led by Hambert 
my” 2 and Hildebrand, For as ſoon as he was de- 
& 54a fired, *he pronounced ſentence of Ex- 
citato, communication againſt Berexgarius ablent 
and unheard, and not long after he cal- 
' led a Council at FYerceil, wherein Fohn 
g butit Erigens and Berengarims * were condemned, 
wasabout : | 
co years Upon this account, that they ſhould ſay, 
afrer the that the Bread and Wine in the * Eucha- 
death of _. | | , 
thismot Tiſt are only bare Signs ; which was far 
innecent from their thoughts, and farther yer from 
> 44.1m Their belief, This roaring therefore of the 
in Ep, ad Lion frighted not Berengarius, nay, the 
Bererg. i Gallican Churches did alſo oppoſe the 
3 Theſe of : k 
Ren. Ang, POPE, and his Synod of Yercei/, and 
Leon,Dols defend with Berengarius the' opprefled 
P15 erath. 


&'C. 
ens FE AY | 8 0 To 
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8. To Leo fucceeded Pope Fitter the Se- 
cond, who ſeeing that Zerexgarius could 
not be caſt down and cruſht by the Fulmi- 
nations of his Predeceſlor, ſent his Le- 
gate Hildebrand into” France, and called 


133 
An. 10557 
Conc. Tu* 
ron. ſub 
Vi. Papa 
II, 


another Council at Toxrs, where Berenpa-. 


ri, being cited, did freely appear, and 
whence he was freely diſmiſt, afrer- he 
had given it under his hand, that the 
Bread and Wine in the Sacrifice of the 
Church, are not ſhadows and empty fi- 
gures;z and that he held none other bur 


the common Do&trine of che Church con- - 


cerning the Sacrament. For he did not 
alter his judgment ( as modern Papiſts 


give out ) but he perfiſted tro teach 


and maintain the ſame Dodrine as before, 
as Lanfrank complains of him. . 

9. Yet his Enemies would not reſt (a- 
tisfied with this, but they urged Pope 
Nicholas the Second, who ( within a few 
months that Sephen the Tenth ſate ) ſuc- 


An.l1o58, 

Con. Rom. 
ſub Nicole 
Papall. 


ceeded Y;#or without the Emperours con- 


ſent, to call a new Council at Rome 
againſt Berengarizz, For, that ſenſual 
manner of preſence, by them deviſed, to 
the great diſhonour of Chriſt, being re- 
jeted by Berengarius, and he teaching as 
he did before That the Body of Chriſt 
was not preſent in ſuch a ſort, as that ig 
We re. K3z3 _ might 
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might be at pleaſure brought in and out, 
taken into the ſtomach,caſt on the ground, 
trod under foot, and bit or devoured by 
any beaſts, they falſly charged him as'if 
he had denied that it is preſent at all. An 
A.1959. hundred and thirteen Biſhops came to the 
Council, to obey the Popes Mandate, 
k DeRegn. Berengarius Came allo; 4nd (as Sigonins 
2c? and" Leo Offienſis ſay ) when none preſent 
IN, 3, : . g | 
1 1n Chro, could withſland him, they ſent for one Albe- 
Caſſin.l.3. ricus, a Monk of Mont Caflin, made Cardi. 
#e33*  malby Pope Stephen, who having asked ſe- 
ven days 'time, -to anſwer in writing, 
brought at laſt his Scroll againſt Berengs- 
7144, The Reaſons 'and Arguments uſed 
therein to convince his Antagoniſt are 
not now extant, but whatever they were, 
Berengarius was commanded 'preſently 
m Baron, Without any delay = to recant, in that 
«d 4.'059 form preſcribed and appointed by Cardi- 
— 508 nal Humbert, which was thus: * 7 Beren- 
epud Gra- SArius, ec, aſſent to the holy Roman, and 
Con d Apoſtolick See, and with my heart and mouth 
(k, ; z 
dift.., doprofeſs that 7 hold that Faith concerning the 
$eþ.4%0 Sacrament of the Lords Table which our Lord 
and Venerable Pope Nicholas, and thu ſacred 
Conncil, have determined and impoſed upon me 
by their Evangelick and Apoſtolick Authority 
to wit, That the Bread and Wine which are ſet 
g the Altar, are mot "after the Conſecration 


only 
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only a Sacrament, Sign, and fignre, but alſo © 
the wery Body and Bloud of our Lord Teſus 
Chriſt, (thus far it is well enough, bu 
what follows is too horrid, and is diſ- 
owned by the Papiſts themſelyes) and thar 
they ( the Body and Bloud ) are touched and 

broken with the hands of the Priefls, and 
ground with the teeth of the Faithful, not Sa- 
cramentally only, bat in truh and ſenſibly. 

This is the Preſcript of the Recantation 
impoſed on Berergarius, and by him art firſt 
rejeed,but by impriſonmenr,and threars, 
and fear of being put to death, at laſt ex- aig! 4n- 
torted from * him. |  Fal. Franc. 

10. This form of Recantation is to be #3: 
found entire in * Lenfrenh, * Algerm, and aSub Ybri 
* Gracian ; yet the Gloſſer 0n Grarian, * John Ft, 
Semeca marks it with this note ; Except yow [crit 
underſtand well the words of Berengarius ( he — 
ſhould rather have ſaid of Pope Nzcholas, pros T 
and Cardinal Humbert: ) you ſhall fall jnto a cubiſu- 


pra 


greater Herefie than his was, * for he exceeaed |” os 


the truth, and ſpake hyperbolically, And 10' perrrg. de 
f Richard de Mediavilla ; Perengarius being ro 
accuſed, overſhot himſelf in his Juſtification z, <\, c 
but the exceſs of his words ſhould be run ſub 
aſcribed tro thoſe who preſcribed and _ tif. 
forced them upon him. Yet in all this ,{... 
we hear nothing of Tranſubſtantia- 9-* 
tiod,  *'- © 


K 4 3 Is Ber eng arits 
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11. Zerergarius at laſt eſcaped out of 
this danger, and conſcious to himſelf of 
having denied "the truth, took heart 
2g4in, and refuted in writing his own im- 
pious and abſurd Recantation, and ſaid, 
That by 'force it was exterted from hins by the 
Church of Malignants, the (onncit of vaut- 
75. Lanfrank of Caen, at that timehead of 
a Monaſtery in France, afterwards Arch- 
biſhop of - Canterbury, and Guitmunam, 
Aver ſauwns anſwered him. And though it 
15 not to be doubted but that Berexgarins, 
 ._ and thoſe of his Party, writ and replied 
"0 again, and again, yet ſo well "did their 
Adverfaries look to it, that nothing of 
theirs remains, ſave ſome Citations in 
Lanfrank. But it were 'to be wifht that 
we had now the entire Works of Beren+ 
garins, who was a learned man, and a 
conſtant follower of Antiquity, for out 
of -them we might know ' with 'more 
certainty how things went, then we can 
out of ' what his profeſt enemies have 
hid © E EE EET! 
Concil. - 12. This Sacramental debate ceaſed a 
Remi , While becauſe of the tumults of War 

il. Pape. © © | | 

4.1079,., raiſed in Apulia and' elſewhere by Pope 
Nicholas the Second y but it began again as 
foon as Hildebrand, called Gregory the Sex 
venth, came to the Papal Chair, For 
LG | 
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Berengerius Was Cited again to a new - 
Council at Rome, where ſome being of one 
 opiniow, and ſome of another, (a$ it 15 in the 


s As of that Council, writ by thoſe of 8 5x. 
cum Lan- 


the Popes FaQtion) his cauſe could not ,,, 140, 
be ſo intirely oppreſſed but that ſome Bi- & «pu4 
ſhops were fill found to uphold it, Nay, © _ 


the Ring-leader. himſelf, Hildebrand, is, . _ 
ſaid to have doubted, * whether what we TEiN- 


recetve at the Lords Table be indeed the Body of Trevir. 
Chriſt by a-ſubftantial converſion. But * three pa m—* 


months ſpace having been granted to Be- r,m.n 


rengarius, and a Faſt appointed. ,to the L_ 
Conll. 


Cardinals, * that God would ſhew by ſome ©. ,, 
fien from heaven ( which yet he did not) 1079. * 


h | | ope rengarius * Bexns 
who was inthe right the Pope or Berengarius © "cn 


concerning the Body of the Lord , at lait the ,;,, wag. - 
buſineſs was decided without any Oracle 1Haberur 
from above, and a new form of retraQa- #477 
tion impoſed on ' Berengarius whereby he Tho. wat- 


was henceforth forward to confeſs, under ont 
pain of the Popes high diſpleaſure, zhax is Bunk. 


the AMdyſtick Bread ( firſt made ® Magical Ga 
1X» 


andenchanting by Hildebrand ) # ſubſtan- 7, pile 
rially turned into * the true and proper Fleſh of «pul Abb. 


Chriſt, which whether he ever did is not Wſperg in 
certain. For though * Malmesbury tells us, j, 1580, 
F bond >  nAddit 
formula preſcripta in proprietate vature. o De Geſt. Angl, l.3.c.55- E8 
pſt eum ab ali. Vide Bell, Chronol, An.1o79. 1 


_ 


that 


- 
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guiſit, 
q Bertol. 
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that he diedin that Roman Faith, yet 
ment.3!1. e there are ancienter than he 

dire. in+ . 
Conſt. qui ted from his firſt opinzon, And ſome 
relate, that after thu laſt condemna- 
Zion having given over his Studies, 


r Vincent. in Spec. and given to the poor all he had, be 


1.26. c.40, A $s : 
Sos. ad ds. 2082. Wroug hf with-bis own hands for bis 
$152. living. Other things related of 


\ chrog. 
Caſſin.l.3. 
C.33- 

St, Bern. 
AN.11 20s. 


Serm. de 
CenaDom. 
Foh, 6,56, 
OZo 


: him by ſome flaves of the Roman 
See, deſerve no credit, Theſe things hap- 
ned, as we have ſaid, in the year 1079. 
and ſoon after Beremgarins died, 

13. Berengarias being dead the Ortho. 
dox' and ancient Dofrine of the Lords 
Supper which he maintained did not die 
with him ( as the * Chronicus Caſſinenſis 
would have it : ) Forit was ſtill conſtanr- 
ly retained by St. Bernard, Abbot of Clair- 
waux, who lived about the beginning of 
the twelfth Century. In his diſcourſe on 
the Lords Supper, he joyns together zhe 
outward form of the Sacrament, and the ſþiri- 
tual efficacy of it, as the ſhell and the ker- 
nel, the ſacred Sign, and the thing figni- * 
fied; the one he rakes out of the words of 
the Inſtitution, and the other, out of 
Chriſts Sermon in the fixth of St. Fohn. 
And in the ſame place explaining, that 
Sacraments are not things abſolute in _ 

| |  IELIVeEsS 


who 1 ſay, that he was never conver-- 


. 
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ſelves without any relation, but Myſte. 
ries, wherein by the gift of a viſible ſign, 
an inviſible and divine grace with the _ 
Body and Bloud of Chriſt is given, he 
ſaith ;, That the wiſible Signs 45 a Ring, which 
# given not for it ſelf or abſolutely, but toinveſt 

| "and give poſſeſſion of an Eſtate made over 10 one. 
Many things (ſaith he) are done for their 
own ſake, and many in reference to ſomething 
clſe, and then they are called Signs. A Ring is 
given abſolutely \as 4 gift, and then it hath ao 
other meaning ;, it walſo givento make good an 
Inveſiiture or Contratt, and then it © a Sign: 
So that he that receives it may ſay, The Ring 
# not worth much, it is what it ſignifies, the 
Inheritance I value. In this manner when the 
Paſſion of our Lord drew nigh, he took care that 
hu Diſciples might be inveſted with hu grace, 
that hu inviſible grace might be aſſured and gi- 
wen to them by awviſible ſign. To this end all 
Sacraments are inſtituted, and to this the par- 
Zicipation of the Euchariſt #4 appointed. Now, 
as no man can fancy that the Ring is ſub- 
ſtantially changed into the Inheritance, 
whether Lands or Houſes, none alſo can 
ſay with truth, or without abſurdity, thar 
the Bread and Wine are ſubſtancially 
changed: into the: Body and Bloud of 
Chriſt, But in his Sermon on the Purifi- $e-m. ac 
cation, which none doubts to be his, he Purif-B. 
| | | "—- ſpeaks Marie. 


1 =» "* 
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ſpeaks yet more plain z The Body of Chriſt in 
the Sacrament us the ford of the ſoul, not of the 
belly, therefore we eat him not cororally ; but 
in the manzer that Chriſt # meat, in the ſame 
menner we underſtand that he #® eaten. Allo 

Serm. de jn his Sermon on St. Martin, which un- 
doubtedly is his alſo ; Tv th4 day ( ſaith 
he ) the ſame fleſhis given to us, but ſpiritual- 
ty, therefore not corporally, For the truth of 
things ſpiritually preſent is certain alſo. 
As to what he ſaith in another place, 
that the Prieſt holds God in his hands, it is 4 

= flouriſh of Oratory, as is that of St, Chr5- 

» 0b --%7h In comes the Prieſt carrying the Holy 

Ot o | 
Rupert. 14. About the ſame time Rupertus, Ab- 
_ bot of Tuitium, famous by his Writings, 
_ _didalfoteach that the Subſtance of -the 
Breadin the Euchariſt is not converted, 
aIn Exod, but-remains, Theſe be his words ; * You 

- Aran muſt attribute all to the operation. of the Holy 

Cs Ghoſt, who never ſpoils or aeſtroys any ſab- 

bur, Pa- fkance he uſeth, but to that natural Goodneſs it 

- had before, adds an inviſible excellency which 

Chrifti, it had not, He hath »> indeed an unwar- 

ſed Corps'rantable opinion of the Union of the 

»um neque Bread and Body of Chriſt into one Per- 

carneum» ſon, but it came ( as ſome others, as ab- 

1 the #* ſurd in that Age ) from too great a curi- 
olity about determining the -manner of 

© Ne Chriſts 
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Chriſts Preſence, and of the Union of his | 
Body with the Bread, abour which that 
learned man troubled himſelf roo-much. 
However he neither taught nor mention- 
ed Tranſubſtanciation, 

_ 15. Not long after that Alperns,a Monk, 
and ſome others had had ſome diſputes - 
abour this ſubjet, Pez. Lombard made up his Pt. Lom- 
Books of Sentences, in the fourth where- 5 on vng | 
of he treats of the Euchariſt, and thinks Sens.1.4. 
that it is taught by ſome ſayings of the 
Ancients; That the ſubſtance of the Bread Dif.1o, 
axd wine ts changed into the Body and Blond of 
\ Chriſt, But ſoon after he adds; 1f it be Dift.1:9 
demanded what manner of change that us, _ 
whether formal, or ſubſtantial, or of any other 
kind,that I cannot reſolve, Therefore he did 
not yet hold Tranſubſtantiation as a point 
of Faith : Nay, he doth-not ſeem con- 
ſtant to himſelf in making it a probable 
Opinion, but rather to waver, to ſay and 
unſay, and to ſhelter his cauſe ' under 
the Fathers name, rather than maintain 
it himſelf. Of che accidents remaining 
without a ſubjeR,and of the breaking into 
parts the body of C hriſt, / as Berengarins 
was bid ro ſay by Pope Nicholas) he reaſons 
ſtrange!y but very poorly. 

16. Ocho, Bilb''p of Friſingen, as great Otho Frif- 

by his Piety and Learning as by his T- Ingen »S 
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( for he was Nephew to Henry the Fourth, 
and the Emperour Henry the Fifth mar- 
ried his Siſter, he- was alſo Uncle to Fre- 
derick, atid half Brother to King Conraae ) 

' lived about the ſame time, He believed 

f _ P: and writ, © That the Bread and Wine remain 

tnrinift os Enchariff, as did many more in that 

P.13. Ee, 

An.1 180, y As for the new-coyn'd word Tran- 
ſubſtantiation it is hardly tobe found before 
the middle of this Century, For the firſt 

4 Ep.r40, that mention it are * Petyus Bleſenſis, who 

— okra lived under Pope Alexander the Third; 

B.B. Pz- and Stephen Eduenſis * a Biſhop, whoſe Age 

rar, ,, and Writings are very doubtful; And 

Poſiv de thoſe latter Authors * who make it as 

Script, ancient as the tenth Century, want.ſuf- 

*chp.;, ficient Witneſſes to prove it by, as I ſaid 

| irt.z 0. s before. | 
18, The thirteenth Century now fol- 
lows; wherein the World growing botki 
#2. 1315, Older and worſe, a great deal of trouble 
os * and confuſion there was about Religion ; 
the Biſhop of Rome exalted himſelf not 
only into his lofty Chair, over the Uni- 
verſal Church, but even into'a Majeſtical 
Throne, over all the Empires and King- 
doms of the world. New Orders of 
Friers ſprung up in this Age, who diſpu= 
ted and clamoured fiercely againſt many 
Doerines 


|. to make the new-deviſed-Dodrine -of 
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Dodrines of the ancienter and purer 
Church, andamongſt the reſt againſt that 
of the Sacrament of the Body and Bloud 
of Chriſt : So that now there remained 
- nothing bur to confirm the new Tenet of 
Tranſubſtantiation, and impoſe it ſo pe- 
remptorily on the Chriſtian world, that 
none might dare ſo much as to hiſs againſt 
ic, This Pope 1znocent the' Third bravely 
performed. He ſucceeding Cele/tin the * 
Third at thirty years of age, and march- 
ing ſtoutly in the foor. ſteps of Hildebrand, 
called a Council at Rowe in St. Tohz Late- The tate2 
ran, and was the firſt that ever.preſnmed A ene. 
Tranſubſtantiation an Article of Faith 
neceſſary to ſalvation,and that by his own 
meer authority, | 

19. How much he took upon himſelf, 
and what was the mans ſpirit and humone 
will eaſily appear to any man by theſe his. 
words which I here ſer down, To me. it # mnces 3, 
ſaid in the Prophet, I have ſet thee over'Na- Serm: », 
tions, and over Kingdoms, T0 root out, and to 

11 down, and to deſtroy, and to throw dovpn, 
and to build, and toplant. To me alſo at is ſaid 
in the perſon of the Apoſtle, To thee will 1 give 
the Keys of the Kingdom of Heaven. For I am 
in a miadle flate betwixt God and many below 
God, but above man ; yea, greater than man, 

being 
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being I judge all men, and can be judged by tone? 
hrdem » 41 not 1 the Bridegroom,and each of you * the 
Fob.3.8 g Bridegrooms friend > The Bridegroom 1 am, be- 
cauſe 1 have the Bride, the noble, rich, bifty,. 
and holy Church of Rome, who « the Mother 
and Miſtiris of all the Faithful, who hath 
brought me a precious and ineſtimable 
k Addit, multe filie * portion, to wit, the falneſs of things 
37 gar w/e ſpiritual, and the vaſtneſs of tempo- 
ſupergreſſs eſt uni- ral, with the greatneſs and mnulticude 
TE ad Imper. Con- of both— : Goa made Iwo o_ 
ent. Extra de Majo- Lights in the Firmament of heaves ; 
rit. @& Obedieniia. þe hath alſo made two great Lights 
_ in the firmament of the Univerſal 
(burch, that u, he hath inflituted two digni« 

ties which are the Papal anthority, and the Re- 
gal, But that which governs the day, that «, 
ſpiritual things, u the greater, and that which 

governs carnal things the leſs ; ſo that it ought 
tobe acknowledged that there uu the ſame aiffe- _ 
rence between the Roman) High Prieſt and 
Kings, 4s between the Sun and Moon. Thus 
he, when he was become Chriſts Vicar, 
or rather his Rival, Theſe things I re- 
hearſe that we may ſee how things went, 
and what was the face of the Latize 
Church. when Pope 1nnoc-nt the Third 
proponnded and impoſed. Tranſubſtantia- 
m Exerc. tion as an Article of Faith, *” as is 
£2 Plainly and at large ſet dowa by a learned 
: Author 
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Author George Calixtus; who deſerves 
equally to be praiſed and imitated, ,; - 
20, This 1nocent therefore, who to en- 
creaſe his Power and Authority wrought 
great troubles to the Emperour - Phihp, 
ſtript Ocho the Fourth of the Empire, for- 
ced Fob King of England to yield up into 
. his hand this Kingdom, and that of y7re- 
land, and make them Tributary to the 
See of Rome ; who, under pretence of a 
ſpiritual Juriſdiction, took to himſelf 
both the Supreme Power over things tem- 
poral, and the things themſelves z who 
was proud and ambicious beyond all men, cove- 
goes to the height of greedineſs ( they are'the 
words of ® Matthew Paris, aud ever ready to 111 bift.. 
commit the moſt wicked villanies ſo he might be 7 aww 
| 9s gh Anglia. 
recompenced . for it z this (I ſay) was the 
man who in his LZeteray Council pro- 
pounded that Tranſubſtantiation ſhould be 
made an Article:of .Faith, and when. the 
Council would not * grant it, did it him- o c4:P4- 
ſelf by his own Arbitrary Power, againſt 7% #n bi 
which none.durſt open. his mouth. . For 31,17, 
thoſe Canons which this day are ſhewn vit« [nno- 
about under the name. of the Council, ©? 
are none of his, but meerly the Decrees , , 
of Pope I»»tent, firſt writ by him; and $157. 
read in the. » Council, and diſliked- by i aif. 


| . Mai. ad 
many, and afterwards ſet down in the 7%;.7.. 


L Book 
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Book of Decretals under certain titles, by 
his Nephew Gregory the Ninth, 

' Extr. de 21. The ſame Pope, afrer he had pro- 
fd: &. nounced them Hereticks who for the fu- 
4 robes ture ſhonld deny #hat rhe Botly and Bloud of 
credims. Chrift are truly comtained in the Sacrament 

the Altar, nnder the outward form of Bread 
and Wine, the Bread bring Tranſubſtantiated 
inito the Body, and the Wine iptv the Bloud;, 
delivers them all, of what office or dignity ſoe- 
q ibid, wer, to the Secular Power * to rebeive contlign 
puniſhment, that: is, to be burnt, com- 
 mands thoſe that 'areſuſpe&ed to be tried 
and examined ; and declares them infa- 
mous, diſabled from making a Will, and 
incapable of any Office or Inheritance 
that ſhould favour or entertain them, and 
ſets all other Chriſtians apainſt them, 
r1hid. Then he ordains * that the Serular Powers 
{hall be compelled by Eccleflaſtick Cenſures pub- 
lickly to ſwear that they will defend ( This ) 
Faith,” and endeavour utterly to deflroy al whom 
the Church (of Rome ) ſhould note for Here- 
ticks. But ( faith he') if the temporal Printe © 
' doth neglef# thu, let him be excommunicated : 
Ana if he flights to give ſatufattion within a 
gear, let the ſoveraign Pontif be certified of it, 
that he may abſolve hu Subjetts from their alle- 
giance, and expoſe his Territories to be taken 
and enjoyed: withont any contraditfron by any 
Catholicks 
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Catholicks ( Romans ) that < deftroy the | 
Fereficks, &c,' ('thatis, thoſe who do nor 
believe Tranſubſtantiarion, )- Thus 2x0» 

_ czn7 the Third by Excommunications, and 
by Arms,by Rebellions, by Tortures, and 
by burning alive was pleaſed to eſtabliſh 
hisnew Article of Faith, Ss 

22, And truly had he not uſed ſuch ,,, c,. 
means, they themſelves who. did cleave flaniati- 
ro the Church of Reme would not have 9p2re 
embraced this Do&rine. For it did not of xe 
find ſuch acceptance, but that many not. rcj<Red | 
withſtanding did now and then oppoſe. it. by RS 
Nay, not only Tranſubſtantiation, but  - 
even the Church ( or rather the Court) 
of Rome, which;if we believe Chancellour 
Gerſon, was at thu time wholly bratiſh and ! Gerſ.de 
tarnal, without almoſt any ſenſe of the things ©90"5** 
of God, was rejeted by many,' as it is well 
known. For certain it is, that Tranſub- 
 ſtantiation being once eſtabliſhed, there 
was a foundation laid to many Superſti- 
tions and Errors, which could neicher be 
ſuffered nor approved by thoſe that feared 
God. And among the Subſcribers to 
Tranfubſtantiation there grew a thicker 
of thorny and monſtrous queſtions, where- - 
with the Schoolmen were fo buſie, rhatit 
may with great truth be affirmed, that 
' then came to lighr a Divinity —— 
2 the 


t Thom, 
Walſng.. 
in hypod. 
neuſtr.ad 
An, 1218, 


- uDiſcip.. - 
de Temp. 
$erm,S0, 
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the holy Sacrament,” and the Adorati- 
on: of -it,, which was not,- only very 
new, but very. ſtrange. alſo, and nevyer 
heard of among:the Fathers. Theregrew 
alſo: out .of .the ſame ſtock Illufions, 
and falſe Miracles, deceitful Dreams, 
feined Viſtons, and ſuch like unchriſtian 


devices about the Corporal: Preſence of 
Chriſt, as: thar- ſome did 'ſee. a' Child in 


the Hoſt, ſome-Fleſh, ſome Bloud, any 
ching that could come into the idle fan- 


cies of idle and: ſuperſtitious men. * Oxe 
at the point. of death durſt not receive the Body 
of * Chriſt, becauſe he could keep nothing in ; but 
as: he drew nigh to adoreit; hu Breaſt bare, and 
his Arms open, the Hoſt, leaping ont of the 


' Prieſts band, having made it ſelf a paſſage, 


entred of its oven accord into the place where the 
dying mans heart lay hid,4:d the hole being made 


up agatn without any thins.of a ſcar,the man lay 


down and then expired, Another * being rea- 
dy to die begged, that, his fide being waſht, and 
covered with a clean cloath, the Body of Chriſt 


might be ſet on it: which being done, the 


cloath by degrees gaweplace to the Body of Chriſt, 
and ſoon after when that divine Body toucht the 
mans shin, it. penetrated to his very heart in 
the fight of all the by ſlanaders. They allo tell 
the Story, or.rather the Fable, How that 
the Body of Chrift ( for ſo they call the Con- 
1 YR I ſecrated 
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ſecrated Bread )” bring © ſet'11"4 Buſhel\apom 
ſome Oats, © an Horſe, an 'Oxt; * and "an "Aſs 
' bowed their knees, and adored their Lord inthe ii 
Ht, Theſe, and ſuch Jike Pictions were © 
 dayly- invented without+ number bythe ,. 
Patrons of -Tranſubſtantiation) ' and "the 
impudence and*boldneſs-of -coyning ſuch. 
Forgeries hath from them 'paſt upon'their 
Succeſſors, This was obſerved 'by-King | 
Fames in the Writings of * Zellarminehims 79 Bt 
ſelf, who reports of 4 certain” Heuout Mare q 131. 
that worſhipped 'the Hoſt kneeling,(ktiow- 

ing doubtleſs'that by a due Conſecration 

it-was Tranſubſtantiated. )' Ceſarims” the 

Monk, who lived: ſoon after 1nocent the 
Third, is full of ſuch Miracles ; and yer 
he-hath a Hiſtory which ſhews that in his 

time Tranſubſtantiation. was utterly un- 

known to a learned Prieſt, * Canon of a 

great Church. Az Colen {( ſaith he ) here 

Was a Canon in full Orders, called Peter, when 

0n a certain day another of the (amnons was ſick, 

and about to receive the Sacrament in his pre» 

ſence, the officiating Prieſt asked the fick man, 

Doſt thou believe that thus ts the true Body of the” 

Lord which was borrs of the Virgin ? He made 

anſwer, 1 believe it, Peter hearing and ob- 
ſerving their words was amazed at them. Aﬀf- 
zerwards he-coming alone to Everhardus the 
Profeſſor of Divinity, who h -w been alſo preſevt 

cad 3 ... 


teen 
at the Communion,' he asked kim, Did the 
Prieſt queſtion the fick man aright 2. He anſwered 

y For ſo it yer,aud whoever believes otherwiſe is an? He- 

a i i m_ Then Peter, weeping, aud ſmiting his 

Innocens ; breaſt; cried out. Woe is me wretched. Prieff | 

Haw have I hitherto ſaid Maſs? For to this 
hows 1 thought that the Bread and Wine after the 
Conſecration mere only a Sacrament, that is, the 
Ain 48 repreſentation of the Lords Bady and 
- © Jes 


. ...23+ Ihave already touched it, that, 'to- 
gether with the new Do@rine of Tranſub. 
Rantiation, there ſprung up new Sets-of 
Friers, which indeed in':a ſhort time in- 

creaſed beyond belief, For now to. the 
Order of Dowynicans ( whom Innocent the 
Third had made his Inquiſitors to kill and 

q Mean- burn * Hereticks ) was: added the Order 

ehbeacny Of begging: Frenciſeans; and the Auguſling 

Tranſub- Eremits, and the Carmelites. were let yp 

—_—_— again. From theſe came;the Schoolmen, 

 * —a$ we now call them, whoſe ſtudies ( as 
ſtudies were in that. time ). were all im- 
ployed about Commencing Peter Lombard 
Maſter of the Sentences. 

24. Theſe men tired their brains ( as 
we faid ) about unheard of queſtions, 
touching Tranſubſtantiation, ſuch as pious 

"Airs, ears would abhor to hear. For they ask, 
4exſ-1-43. Whether. that be the Body of Chriſt 


$53.4. 
41, Ey which 
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which ſometimes appears. in the form, of 
Fleſh, or of, a Child-og the Alcar, and an- 
Cwer that they, know not 5. becauſe ſuch Ap- 
paritions happen often, and ave cauſed: either by 
mens juggling; ar: bythe operation.of the Devil. 
2. Whether the. Mice ( who ſometimes 7419.45. 
feaſt upon. the Hoſts when they are nor 
. well ſhut up ) eat the Body. of Chriſt ic 
ſelf? Or if a Dog or a Hog ſhould ſwal- 
low down the Conſecrated Hoſt whole, 
whether the Lords Body' ſhould: paſs into 
their belly together with the accidents? 
Some indeed anſwer ( other ſome being 
otherwiſe minded: )that,: though: the. Bady of 
Chriſt enters. not into the Brutes,mouth as corpa- 
ral meat, yet it enters together with the ap- 
pearances by reaſon that they are. inſeparable one 
from the other, ( meer nonſenſe) for as lowg 
as the atcidents of the Bread: (1, e. the ſhape, 
and taſte, and colour, on X a po in their 
Proper * being, ſo long # the Body of Chriſt inſe-' 2 Ibid 4. 
—_ Fra Ly fin oe the; 53-M-3+ 
accidents in their nature paſs into the belly, or 
are caſt: out by vomiting, the: Body of' Chriſh#t 
ſelf muſt of neceſſity go along with them: :and. 

for this cauſe pious ſouls (1 repeat their own 
words) do frequently eat- again with great rc+ : 
wverexce the parts of the Hoſft.caſþ. out by vorit- 
ing. Others anſwer alſo; * That a beaſt eats a, 
not the Body of Chriſt Sacramentally, but acti» q.80,c.3, 


L 4 dentally, 
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dentally, as a mani that” ſhould eat 4 Conſecrated 
Foft, not knowing that it was conſecrated. 
3. They inquire about muſty and rotten 
Hoſts, and becauſe the Body of Chriſt is 
incorruptible, and not ſubje& to putre- 


: faRtion; therefore they anſwer; © That the 


Hofts are never ſo, and that rhongh they appear 
asf they were,, yet in reallity they are-not ; as 
Chriſt appeared 43 a Gardener thoughhe was no 
Garddner. 4+ They demand concerning in- 


digeſted Hoſts.which- paſſing through the 


belly are caſt'into the draught, or con- 
cerning thoſe that are caſt into the worſt 
of. ſinks, or into the dirt. Whether ſuch 
 Hofts ceaſe to-be the Body of Chriſt ? 


d Thom.in And anſwer, * That whether they be caſt into 


4.4i/t. 9 
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Brulif ix 
Qg dift.13, 
9.5. 


the' Sink or the Privy, as long as the appearances 
remain, the Body of Chriſt is inſeparable from 
them. And forthe contrary opinion, they 
fay- that it'is*not tenable, and that it is 


- not-ſafe for any to hold it, becauſe the 


Paps XI, 


f Soto 7n 
4 diſt." 2. 
q.1.4.3, 
Vaſq. in 3. 
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E.55; 
Dire. 1n- 
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* Pope © hath forbid ir ſhould be maintained 


underpainof Excommunication. There- 
fore the Modern Schoolmen * add, That if 
any ſhinld hold the contrary after the Popes de- 
termination, he ſhould be condemned by the 
Church ( of Rome that is: ) Nay, they hold 
it to: be a Point of Faith which none may 
doubt of, becauſe the contrary Doftrine hath 


bir condemned by Pope Gregory the Eleventh, 
"Iv T h E y 
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5} They as#concerning the accidents, 
whether the Body of Chriſt be under 
them when they are abſtracted from their 
ſubje& 2 This is againſt Logick. Or whe» 
ther Worms -be gendred, or Mice nou- 
riſhed of accidents? And this againſt 
Phyſick. 6. Whether the Body of Chrift 
can at the very ſame time move both up- 


wards and downwards, one Prieſt lifting. 


up the Hoſt; and another ſetting it down. 
And I know not'how imany- more ſuch 
thorny queſtions have wearied and non- 
pluſt” them and iall their School, and 
brought them to ſuch ſtraights and ex- 
- fremities, that they know not what to 
reſolve, nor what ſhifts to-make.- And 
truly it had been very happy for Religion 
if, as the Ancients never touched or men- 
tioned Tranſubſtantiation, ſo latter times 
had never ſo muchas heard” of its name. 
For God made- his Sacrament aprizht ( as 
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he did * Man ) but about it they have £ Eccl.7. 
7 | 29, 


ſought our many inventions. ) | 
'25. Likewiſe, this Tranſubſtantiation 
hathtgiven occaſion to ſome moſt wicked 
and impious Wretches to abuſe and pro- 
fane moſt unworthily what they thought 
to. be the Body of: Chriſt, For inſtances 


may be brought of ſome wicked Prieſts,” 


who for filthy lucre have ſold ſome Con- 
ſecrated 


354 The Hite 
-  fecrated Hoſts to. Jews.and:Sorcerets; who 
have ſtabb'd and 'burat them, and uſed 


| them for Witchcraft and Inchangments. 
ms. Nay, we read-* that St. Zews himſelf (ve- 
Twc,, Ty.ill adviſed in that ): gave-once to,the 
\#.116, Turks and Saracens a conſecrated Hoſt as 
2 pledge of his Promiſe, and an aſſurance 
of: Peace, Now, can any one, who counts 
theſe things abominable, perſwade him- 
ſelf chat our Bleſled Saviour wonld have 
appointed, that his.moſt holy Body ſhould 
be preſent in his Church in ſuch a manner, 
as that it ſhould. come, into the hands of his | 
greateſt Enemies, and the worſt of Infi- 
dels, and beeaten by. Dogs,and Rats, and: 
be vomitred up, burnt, caſt into Sinks, 
+ and uſed for Magical-Poyſons and Witch- 
craft? I mention: theſe with horror and 
trembling, and therefpre abſtain from 
raking any more in this dunghill.. 
26. No. wonder therefore if this new 
Doctrine of 7xnccent the Third, being 
' liable to ſuch foul abſardities and deteſta- 
ble. abuſes, few men conld be. perſwaded, in 
the fourteenth Century, that the Boay of 
Chriſt ts really ( or by Tranſubſtentiation) in 
the Sacrament of* the Altar aS1t is record- 
314.93: ed by our; Country-man, | Robert Holkot, 
1.135% who lived about the middle of that Cen- 
6: rury. As alſo * Thomas Aquinas _——_ of 
ome 


— 
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ſome in his time, who believed that after 
* Canſecrations not only the accidents of the Bread, 
but its ſubſtantial form remained. And Alber= 
| himſelf, who. was Thomas his * 


74s <a 
his Tuco and writ not long after 1zne= 


cent the Third, ſpeaks of Franſubſtantia- 
tion asof a doubtful queſtion only. Nay, 
that it was abſolutely rejected and oppo- 
ſed. by many, is generally. known , for 
the Anathema of Trent had not yet backt 
the Lateran Decree. 
":27. As for the reſt of the Schoolmen 
( eſpecially. the modern') who are as ir 
were {worn to Pope /anvent's determina- 
tion, they uſe to expreſs their belief in 
this matter with great words, but nei- 
ther pious nor ſolid,in this manner ; ' The 17h. 4r-- 
common opinion is to be embraced, not becauſe 3": 94 br 
reaſon requires it, but becauſe it is determined ar.z, 
by the Biſhop of Rome. Item, ® That ought m Scotin 
tobe of greateſs weight that we muſs hold with 4 he __ 
the holy Church of Rome about the Sacraments; + 
ow it hulds that the Bread ts Tranſubſtantiated 
znto the Body, and the Wine into the'Bloud,as it 
# clearly ſaid, Extra, De fide & ſumma Tri- ; 
nitate. Cap. firmiter. Again, * 7 prove that ” 3:00 18 
of neceſſity the Bread is changed into the Body of _—_ "Wo 
Chriſt, for we muſt bold that declaration of 
faith which the Pope declares muſt be held, © 
Thus among the Papiſts, if it be the 

* ; = pleaſure 
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_ pleaſure of an imperious Pope as was 1»-' 


Ht ſupr 2 
Art.24., 
pA.1371. 


The Coun- 
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zocent the Third, Dodtrines of Faith ſhall 
now and then increaſe in bulk-and number,- 
though they be ſucly as are moſt contrary 
to holy Scripture, though cheflihere ne- 
ver heard of in the Primitive Church; 


5 IS 2. 


thus much * increaſed by the determinati- 
on of Pope Gregory the Eleventh re, that if 
it ſo happens the. Body of Chriſt in the 
Conſecrated Hoſt may deſcend into a 
Rats belly, or into a Privy, or any ſuch 
foul place. : 

23. In the fifteenth Century the Coun- 
Cil of Conſtance (which by a Sacrilegious 
attempt took away the Sacramental Cup 
from the. People; and from the Prieſts 
when they do.not officiate ) did wrong- 
fully condemn -wicliff, who was alread 
dead, becauſe. amongſt other \things he 
had taught with the Ancients, That the 
ſubſtance of the Bread and wine remains mate- 
rially in the Sacrament of the Altar, and that 
zn the ſame Sacrament, no accidents of Bread 
and wine remain without a ſubflance, W hich 
two Aflersions are moſt true, 


yu 
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29, Cardinal Cameracencis, who lived Crd.ce- 
EO ; ; 
about the time of the Council of Con- "1,75. 
flance, doth not ſeem to own the Decree 
of Pope /nnoent as the detertnination of 
the Church. For that the Bread ſhould 
ſtill remain, he confeſſeth, * Thar it s _ 
poſſible ; That it is not againſt reaſon or the au- "IM 
thority of the Bible, But concerning the con- 
verſion of the Bread he ſays, That clearly 
it cannot be inferred from Scriptare, nor 
get from the determination of the Church, as he 
judgeth. Yet becauſe the common opini- 
on was otherwiſe, he yielding to the times 
was fain to follow, though with ſome re- 
lIntancy. | | 
30, The Council of Florence,which was The Coun: 
not long after , .did nor at all treat with 7 = 
the Greeks about Tranſubſtantiation, nor 1439. © 
the Conſecrarion of the Sacrament, but 
left them undetermined, with many other 
Controverſies. But that which is called : 
the Armenians inſtruction ( and in this ps 9a 
cauſe, and almoſt all Diſputes is cited as | 
the Decree of the General Coun- 
cil of Florence, by d Sofo, © Bellary- Þ 14. diſt. 11, q. 11 
mine, and the Roman * Catechiſm) Cp. puch. r4cy | 
is no Decree of, the Council, as 4 Parr.2.c.4. num. 18. 
we have demonſtrated * ſome- *,F" the Hiſtory of 
p the Canon of Scri- 
whereelſe, but a falſe and for- pture, p, 158, : 
ged Decree of Pope Eugenims the 
Fourth, 
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Fourth, who doth indeed in .that In- 
ſtrucion preſcribe to the Armenians a form 
of Do&rine about the Sacrament, ſaying, 
That by vertue of the words of Chriſt, the fub- 
ſtance of the Bread ts turned into his Body, ana 
the ſubſtence of the Wine into his Bloud: But 
that he did it with the approbation of the 
Councy), as he 'often ſays in his Decree, 
is proved to be altogether falſe, as well 
by the Acts of the Council, as by the un- 
anſwerable Argumertts of * C. de Capite 
Foitium, Archbiſhop 'of Ceſarea, in his 
Book De zeceſſaria Theologie Scholaſtice cor- 
reFjonr,dedicated to Pope Sixtw the Fifth, 
For how could the Council of Florence 
approve that Decree which was made 
more than three months after it was 
ended? It being certain, that after the 
Council was * done, the Armenians with 
the Greeks, having each of them ſigned 
Letters of Union, ( which yet were not 


, approved by all, nor long in force after 


they were ſubſcribed ) departed out of 
Florence Fuly 22, whereas the Inſtruction 
was not given while November 22. There- 
fore by the mutual conſent of both Parties 
was nothing here done or decreed about 
Tranſubſtantiation, or the reſt of the Ar- 
ticles of the new Roman Faith, But Eu- 
gerim, or whoever was the Forger of the 
oo - Idocree, 
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Decree, put a cheat upon his Reader. 
Perhaps he had feen the ſame done by 
Innocent the Third, 'or Gregory the Ninth, 
in the pretended Decrees of the Council 
of 'Lateran, which were the Popes only, 
but not the Council's. And certainly it 1s 
more likely Exgenim did it rather to pleaſe 
himfelf, chan for any hopes hajeould have 
that at his' command the Armenians would 
receive and obey his Inſtruction ſooner 
than the Greeks, For to this day the * Ar- Gp —_ 
menians believe that the Elements of Bread _— peat 
and wine retain their nature in the Sacrament of niorum. 
the Euchariſt. | 

31, By theſe any conſidering perſon 
may eaſily ſee, that Tranſubſtanciation is 
a meernovelty ; not warranted either by 
Scripture or Antiquity ; invented abour 
the middle of the Twelfth Century, out 
of ſome miſunderſtood Sayings of ſome 
of the Fathers ; confirmed by no Eccle- 
fiaſtick -or Papal Decree before the year 
' 1215. afterwards received only here and 
there in the Roman Church; debated 
in the Schools by many diſputes ; liable 
to many very bad conſequences ; rejected 
( for there was never thoſe wanting that 
oppoſed it) by many great and pious men, 
until it was maintained in the Sacrilegi- 
ous Council of (o»/axces, and at laſt - 

the 
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the year 1551, confirmed in the Council 
i concil. of i Treat, by a few Latine Biſhops, Slaves 
ITY tro the Romax See; impoſed upon all,under 
''* pain of an Anathema to. be feared -by 
none and ſo ſpread too too far, by the , 
_ - tyrannical and moſt unjuſt command of the 
> Sue * Pope. So that we have no reaſon to em- | 
profeſs, brace it, ygtill ic ſhall be, demonſtrated, 
fide, that except the ſubſtance of the Bread be 
changed into the yery Body of Chriſt, his 
words cannot poſſibly be true ; nor. his 
Body preſent. Which . will never be 
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